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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS 


ALABAMA. 
PnUic  Senrice  CommiMioii. 

Sam  p.  Kennedy,  Preflident,  AbdIb- 
ton. 

B.  H.  Cooper,  Birmingham. 

S.  P.  Gailuuu),  Mobile. 

Atticus  Mullen,  Secretary,  Mont- 
gomery. 

ARIZONA. 
Corporation  Commisskni* 

F.  A.  Jones,  Chairman,  Phoenix. 

A.  W.  Cole,  HicBnix. 

Amos  A.  Bjctts,  Phcenix. 

Bau  W.  Pbootob,  Secretary,  Phcenix. 


ARKANSAS. 

Railroaa  Comi 

Thomas  E.  Wood,  Chairman,  Little 

Rock. 
H.  R.  Wilson,  Little  Rock. 
W.  6.  BsASHEE,  Little  Rock. 
J.  B.  DuNLAp,  Secretary,  Little  Rock. 

CALIFORNIA. 
RailroacI  CommiMioii. 

Edwin  0.  Edgebton,  President,  833 

Market  St.,  San  Francisco. 
H.  D.  LovELAND,  833  Market  St.,  San 

Francisco. 
Alex  Gobdon,  8$8  Market  St.,  San 

Francisco. 
Vacancy. 
Frank  R.  Devlin,  833  Market  St., 

San  Francisco. 
R.  A.  Pabst,  Assistant  Secretary,  San 

Francisco. 


COLORADO. 
PvUic  UtiKtiM  ConmiiasioB. 

Gbobge  T.  Bradlet,  Chairman,  State 
Capitol,  Denver. 

Lebot  J.  Wiluams,  State  Capitol, 
Denver. 

A.  P.  Andebson,  State  Capitol,  Den- 
ver. 

Gbobge  A.  Flannioan,  Secretary, 
Denver. 

CONNECTICUT. 
PuUsc  UtiKties  Commiasioa. 

RiOHABD  T.  HiQOiNS,  Chairman,  Win- 
sted. 

Chas.  C.  Elwell,  New  Haven. 

Joseph  W.  Alsop,  Avon. 

Hbnbt  F.  Billings,  Secretary,  Hart- 
ford. 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Louis  Bbownix>w,  Chairman,  Flor- 
ence Court,  Washington. 

Brigadier  General  John  G.  Dl 
Knight,  U.  S.  A.  (retired)  Dis- 
trict BMg.,  Washington. 

W  Gwtnn  Gardiner,  District  Bldg., 
Washington. 

Walter  C.  Allen,  Executive  Secre- 
tary, District  Bldg.,  Washington. 

E  B  Hartley,  Chief  Clerk,  Distriet 
Bldg.,  Washington. 

FLORIDA. 
Railroad  Commission. 

R.  Hudson  Burr,  Chairman,  Talla- 
hassee. 

Newton  A.  Butch,  Tallahaasee. 

RoTAL  C  Dunn,  Tallahassee. 

Lewis  G.  Thompson,  Secretary,  Tal- 
lahassee. > 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


GEORGIA, 
dlroad  Commission. 

Charles     M.     Candles,     Chairman, 

Atlanta. 
Joun'T.  Boifeuillet,  Macon. 
Geouge  Hillteb,  Atlanta. 
James  A.  Pbrbt,  Lawrcnceville. 
Paul  B.  Trammell,  Dal  ton. 
Albbbt  Colueb.  Secretary,  Atianta. 

HAWAII. 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

William     T.      Cabden,     Chairman, 
...  Honolulu. 

Alex.  J.  Gignoux,  Honolulu. 
WiLLLAM  P.  Thomas,  Honolulu. 
H.   P.  O'SuLLiVAN,  Secretary,  Hono- 
lulu. 

IDAHO. 
FubRe  Utilities  Commission. 
John  W;  Gbahah,  President,  Boise. 
A.  L.  Fbeehafeb,  Boise. 
GeoboB'  E.  Ebb,  Bmse. 
E.  G.  Gallett,  Secretary,  Boise. 

ILLINOIS. 
Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Thomas  E.  Dempcy,  Chairman, 
Sprhigfleia. 

'Frank  H.  Ft7NK,  Sprin^eld. 

%V ALTER  A.  Shaw,  Springfield. 

Seed  E.  Sterling,  Springfield. 

P.  J.  LuoET,  Springfield. 

R.  V.  PbAthur,  Secretary,  Spring- 
field. 

Indiana: 

P«blic  Senrice  Commission. 

fi.    I.    Levtis,    Chairman,    121    State 

House,  Indianapolis. 
J.   W.   McCardle,  Boom  120,  State 

House,  Indianapolis. 
Edwin  Cobb,  122  Statd  House,  In- 

dianspoAis. 
Chables    a.    Edwabds,    Room    1201 

State  House,  Indiaaapolis. 
Paul  P.  Hatnes,  Booth  1221  State 
.  House,  Indianapolis. 
Cabl  H.  Mote,  Secretary,  89  State 

House,  Indianapolis. 


IOWA. 

Board  of  Raflroad  Commissionors. 

Dwxoht   N,   Lewis,   Chairman,   Des 
•  Moinea. 
John  A.  Guiheb,  Winterset. 
Chables  Websteb,  Waucoma. 
George    L.    McCauohan,    Secretary, 
Des  Moines. 


KANSAS. 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

John  M.  Kinkel,  Chairman,  Topeka. 
Charles  H.  Sessions,  Topeka. 
C.  F.  Foley,  Topeka. 
Carl  W.  Moore,  Secretary,  Topeka. 


.i 


KENTUCKY. 
Railroad  Commission. 

Laurence  B.  Finn,  1st  Dist.,  Chair- 
man, Franklin. 

Sid.  T.  Douthitt,  2d  Dist.,  New 
Castle,  Ky. 

H.  G.  Gabbbtt,  8d  Dlat.,  Winchester. 
Ky. 

Richard  Tobin,  Secretary,  Frank- 
fort. 

LOUISIANA. 

Railroad  Commission* 

Shelby  Tatum,  OhairAian,  Crowley. 
BuRK  A.  Bridges,  Hooacr. 
John  T.  Michel,  New  Orleans. 
Henry  Jastremski,  Secretary,  Baton 
Rouge. 

MAINE. 

Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Bknj^amxn    F.    CLfiAvm*    Chairman, 

Augusta. 
WH'LUJI  B.  SSEiOOK,  Aui^uBta. 
John  E.  Bunker,  Augusta. 
George  F.  Giddixgs,  Clerk,  Augusta. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


▼u 


MARYLAHD. 

PiAlic  Servioa  CommitMon. 

Albert  6.  Towebs,  Chairman,  Mun- 
sej  Bldg.,  Baltimore. 

E.  Clat  Timanus,  Munsey  Bldg.,  Bal- 
timore. 

John  Milton  RiaFaNinEB,  HuvjMy 
Bldg.,  Baltimore. 

Benj.  T.  Fbndall,  Secretary,  Mun- 
sey B14g>»  Baltimore. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 

Public  Smmm  Comnbiftoii.^ 

Fredebsok   J.    Maoleod,    Cluiniian, 

Boston. 
EyEBETT  E.  Stone,  Springfield. 
John  F.  Meanet,  Blackstone. 
Joseph  B.  Eastman,  Winchester. 
Cuables  a.  Russell,  Gloucester. 
Andrew    A.    Highlands,    Secretary, 

1  Beacon  St.,  Boaton. 

Bo«rd  of  Qfts  mud  Bfoctrie  Ugfcl 


MINHESOTA. 

Wmt^mum 


Alonzo  R.  Weed,  Chairman,  Xd  Ash- 

burton  Place,  Boston.  I 

Morris  Schavs*  15  Ashburtoo  Piace,  { 

Boston.  { 

Solomon   Lewenrerg^  15  Ashburton 

Place,  Boston. 
R.   G.   t^BBi,   Olerk,   15   Aflhbtt-ton 

Place,  Boston. 

MICHIGAN. 


Commitijoa. 

Cassius  L.  Glasgow,  Chairman,  Oak- 
land Bldg.^  Laaaivg, 

0.  S.  Cunningham,  Oakland  ^Idg., 
Lansing. 

Addison  A.  Keisee,  Oidcland  Bldg., 
Lansing. 

Willabd  N.  Bwbeney,  Secretary, 
002  Oakland  Bldg.,  Lansing. 


Ira  B.  Muxb,  Chairman,  State  Capi- 
tol, St.  Paul. 

O.  P.  B.  Jacorson,  State  Capitol,  St. 
Paul. 

Fred  W.  Putnam,  State  Ca|)itol,  St. 
Paul. 

A.  0.  CiAUSEN,  Secretary,  St.  Paul. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
RailrcMMl  CoauyiMuofi. 

F.  M.  Sheppard,  President,  Riehton. 

Geoboe  R.  Edwabdb,  McCool. 

W.  B.  Wilson,  Corinth. 

James  Galceran,  Secretary,  Jackson. 

MlSffOIW. 
Fufciio  S«rTBC0  Commhaicm* 

William  G.  Busby,  Chairman,  Jef- 

femon  City. 
Edwin  J.  Bean,  Jefferson  City. 
David  £.  Blair,  Jefferson  City. 
Noah  W.  Simpson,  Jefferson  City. 
Edward  Flad,  Jefferson  City. 
T.  M.  Bradbury,  Secretary,  Jefferson 

City. 

MONTANA. 

BoarA  of  Railroad  CoiiiiiiiMion«rs 
tgid  Public  Smmem  Commissiop. 

Daniel  Botlb,  Chairman,  Helena. 
J.  H.  Hall,  Helena. 
J.  E.  MoOoucidK,  Helena. 
Charles      P.      Cotter,      Secretary, 
Helena. 

MiUlKASHmA. 
State  Railway  Commission. 

ThomAs  L.  Hall,  Chairman,  State 
Capitol,  Lincoln. 

H.  G.  Taylor,  State  Capitol,  Lincoln. 

V.  E.  Wilson,  State  Capitol,  Lin- 
coln. ' 

T.  A.  Browne,  Secretary,  Lincoln. 


1  The  membership  of  this  Comipission  has  been  reduced  from  five  to  thjree 
by  the  legislature  but  at  the  time  of  compilation,  no  appointments  had  been 
made. 


▼iii 


PUBUG  8ERVIGB  COMMISSIONS. 


NEVADA. 

RailroMi    CommiMioB    and    Public 
Serrico  Commisaon. 

H.    T.    Babtine,    Chairman,    Carson 

City. 
J.  F.  Shaughkbsst,  Carson  City. 
W.  H.  Simmons,  Keno. 

E.  H.  Walkeb,  Secretary,  Carson 
City. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 
Public  Serrice  Commiwiolu 

Edwabd   C.   Kiles,   Chairman,    Con- 
cord. 
Thomas  W.  D.  Wosthxn,  Concord. 
William  T.  Gunnison,  Concord. 
Walikb  H.  Timh»  Clerk,  Concord. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Boa«^  •!  Public  Utility  Cownus- 
sioa«rs« 

Ralph  W.  E.  Donges,  Chairman, 
Camden. 

John  W.  SLOCfUM,  Long  Brandi. 

ALFBia)  8.  Mabch,  New  Brunswick. 

Alfred  N.  Babbeb,  Secretary,  Tren- 
ton. 

NEW  MEXICO. 
SMm  Corporatioii  CommisMn. 

M.  S.  Gfiovxs,  Chairman,  Santa  Pe. 
Hugh  H.  WnuAiis,  Santa  Fe. 
Bonifacio  Montota,  Santa  Fe. 
Edwin  F.  Coabd,  Clerk,  Santa  Fe. 

NEW  YORK. 

Public  S«rvic«  CommiMion^  Itl 
District. 

Oboab  S.  Stbaus,  Chairman,  120 
Broadway,  New  York  City. 

T^YXS  H.  Whitney,  120  Broadway, 
New  York  City. 

Charles  S.  Heeybt,  120  Broadway, 
New  York  City. 

F.  J.  H.  Eragkb,  120  Broadway,  New 
York  City. 


Charles  Bulkuet  Hubbell,  120 
Broadway,  New  York  City. 

James  B.  Wauoer,  Secretary,  120 
Broadway,  New  York  City. 


Public  Service  Commistii 
District. 


2a 


Cbables  B.  Hnx,  Chairman,  Albany. 
Frank  Irvine,  Albany. 
John  A.  Babhite,  Albany. 
Thomas  F.  Fennbll,  Albany. 
Jerome  L.  Cheney,  Albany. 
Francis   X.   Disnet,  Secretary,  Al- 
bany. 

NORTH  CAROLBIA. 
CorporaBoa  CommiMiMi. 

Edward   L.   Travis,   Chairman,   Ra- 
leigh. 
William  T.  Lee,  Raleigh. 
George  P.  Pell,  Raleigh. 
A.  J.  Maxwell,  Clerk,  Raleigh. 

NORTH  DAKOTA. 
B««nl  of  Railroad  CoimniMioiicBi. 

S.  J.  Aandabl,  Presideint,  Liteh- 
ville. 

C.  W.  BuacK,  Elgin. 

M.  P.  Johnson,  Tolley. 

J.  H.  Calderhbad,  Secretary,  Bis- 
marck. 

OHIO. 
Public  UlilitiM  ComiidMioB. 

Charles  C.  Marshall,  Chairman, 
Columbus. 

Beegher  W.  Waltermirb,  Columbus. 

Byron  M.  Cusndenino,  Columbus. 

Harrt  L.  Goodbread,  Secretary,  Co- 
lumbus. 

OKLAHOMA. 

Corporation  Commission. 

W.  D.  Humsbbet,  Chairman,  Okla- 
homa City. 

Campbell  Russell,  Oklahoma  City. 

Art.  L.  WAX.KEB,  Oklahoma  Cily. 

J.  H.  Htdb,  Secretary,  Oklahoma 
City. 


PUBLIC  8IKVICE  COMMISSIONS. 


OREGON. 
PnUic  Smrvicm  Commusioa. 

Fbaivk  J.  MnxEB,  CSiairman,  Salem. 

Hylen  H.  Cqbey,  Salem. 

Fred  G.  Buoiitel,  Salem. 

Ed.  Wbight,  Secretary,  Salem. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 

PaMic  Service  CommiMloii. 

Wu.  D.  B.  AiNST,  Chairman,  Moni- 
roee. 

Vacancy. 

John  8.  RnmfO,  Erie. 

WnxjAM  A.  Macoeb,  PHtaburglL 

Milton  J.  Bbeoht,  Lancaster. 

James  Auxhut,  Harrison  Bldg.,  Phila- 
delphia. 

Michael  J.  Btan,  1634  Laad  Title 
Bldg.,  Philadelphia. 

A.  B.  MnxAR,  Seeretury,  Hanriaburg. 


PHILIPPINE  ISLANDS. 

PaUie  Iftili^  ConmiMMm. 

JuDQB  Mabiaito  Cm,  Commissioner, 
Manila. 

AtTOENET      FBARCIBOO      yXLLAlTDSYA, 

Jb.,  Secretary,  Manila. 

RHODE  ISLAND. 

Public  Utiiilii  Commi— ion. 

WnjJAH  C.  Buss,  Chairman,  19  Col- 
lege St.,  Providence. 

Samuel  E.  Hudson,  Woonsocket. 

Robebt  F.  Rodman,  Lafayette. 

John  W.  Rowe,  Secretary,  Provi- 
ucnoe. 

SOUTH  CAROLINA. 

Railroad  ComBBission.  / 

John  G.   Riohabds,   Chainnan»   Co- 
lumbia. 
Frank  W.  Shealt,  Columbia. 


James  Cansleb,  Columbia. 

J.  P.  Dabby,  Secretary,  Columbia. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Board   of   Railroad   Commissionors. 

J.  J.  Mubpht,  Chairman,  Pierre. 

F.  E.  Wells,  Pierre. 

P.  W.  Douohebtt,  Pierre. 

H.  A.  UsTBUD,  Secretary,  Pierre. 

TENNESSEE. 

Railroad  Comnmrfon. 

B.  A.  Enlos,  Chairman,  Nashville. 
H.  H.  Hannah,  Nashville. 
Geoboe  N.  Welch,  Nashville. 
Miss     Wjlub     Fjelm,     Secretary, 
Nashville. 

TEXAS. 

Rallffoad  CoMnissioa. 

Allison  Matvikl]),  Chairman,  Aus- 
tin. 
Eable  B.  Matfield,  Austin. 
Chables  H.  Hubdlbston,  Austin. 
E.  R.  McLean,  Secretary,  Austin. 

UTAR 
Public  UtilitiM  Commitdon. 

Judge    Joshua    Gbeenwood,  'Presi* 

dent.  Salt  Lake  City. 
Henbt  H.  Blood,  Salt  Lake  City. 
Wabben  Stoutnoub,  Salt  Lake  City. 
T.  E.  Banning,  Secretary,  Salt  Lake 

City. 

VERMONT. 
Public  SoTice  CommiMion. 

Robebt  C.  Bacon,  Chairman,  Brat 

Ueboro. 
WiLUAM  R.  Wabneb,  Vergennes. 
Waltbb  a.  Dutton,  Hardwick. 
Neil    D.    Clawson,    Clerk,    Brattle- 

boro. 


PUBLIC  SERVICE  COBOdlSSIONa 


VIRGINIA. 
State  Corporation  CommUstoii. 

Christopher  B.  Qarnett,  Chairman, 

Richmond. 
WiLLiAic  F.  Rhea,  Richmond. 
Alexander  Forward,  Richmond. 
Richard    T.    Wilson,    Clerk,    Rich 

mond. 

WASiilNGTON. 
Public  Ser^ce  Commission. 


E.  F.  B.LAX»B>  ChAirnuui,  Olympia. 
Arthur  A.  Lewis,  Olympia. 
Frank  R.  Spinning,  Olympia. 
J.  H.  Brown,  Secretary,  Olympia. 

WEST  VmONlA. 

Public  Service  Commission. 

E.  G.  Rider,  Chairman,  Charleston. 
E.  F.  Morgan,  Charleston. 
Gborob  ft.  C.  Wilbs,  Ghftrliftoii. 


R.  B.  Bernioim,  Seeretary,  Charles- 
ton. 

WISCONSIN. 

Raflroad  Commission. 

Carl  D.  Jacksos,  Chairmiui,  Madi- 
son. 

Benry  R.  Truubower,  Madison. 

John  S.  Allen,  Madison. 

Harold  L.  Gjejsse,  Secretary,  Madi- 
son. 

WYOMINa 


Publie 

F.  L.  Houx,  Acting  Governor,  CSiAir- 

man,  Cheyenne. 
Robert  B.  Fobstth,  State  Auditor, 

Vice-Chainnan,  Cheyenne. 
Hsrhan  B.  Gates,  State  Treasurer, 

Cheyenne. 
BT.  A.  Flotd^  Seeretury,  CheyenBtt. 


ABBREVIATIONS  OF  COMMISSION 

REPORTS 

Ann.    Proc.    Nat.    Amou    R.  Annual  Proceedings  of  the  National  Associte* 

Cootf s.    • « tion  of  Railway  Ck)mmi68ioner8. 

Ann.  Rep.  Ala.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Alabama  Railroad  Com- 
mission. 
"        "    Arii^  C.  G Annual    Report    of    the  Arizona    Corporation 

Commission. 
"        "    Ariz.  R.  C Arizona  Railway  Commiasioii  Annual  ^Reporta 

1909-10. 
"        "    Ark.  R.  C Arkansas    Railroad    Commission    Annual    R^ 

ports. 
**        "    Cal.  Bd.  R.  Ca  . .  California  Board  of  Railroad   Commissioneri^^ 

Annual  Reports. 
"        "    Can.  R.  C.  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners  of  Canada 

Annual  Reports. 
"        "    Colo.  P.  U.  C.  ...  Annual  Report  of  the  Colorado  Public  Util- 
ities Commission. 
^        '^    Col.  S.  R.  C Colorado  State  Railroad  Commission   Annual 

Reports,    1907-14. 
•'        "    Conn.  P.  U.  0.  . .  Annual  Report  of  the  CJonnecticut  Public  Ltil- 

ities  Commission. 
"        "    Conn.  R.  C Annual   Report   of   the   Connecticut   Railroad 

OoBunifisieiMrs.     1853-1911. 
"        **    Diet.  Col.  P.  U.  C.  Annual   Report   of  the   District  of   Columbia 

Public  Utilities  Commission* 
"        "    Fla.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners 

for  the  State  of  Florida. 
**        **    Qa.  R.  0. Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of 

Georgia. 
*        ••    HoQsion,  Tex.,  P. 

S.  C Houston,  Texas,  Public  Service  Commissioner, 

Annual  Reports. 
•*        **    la.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Iowa  Board  of  Railroad 

Commisaioners. 
••        *'    Ida.  P.  U.-C Annual  Report  of  the  Idaho  Public  Utilities 
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of  Kansas. 

•«        "    Ky.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Kentucky  Railroad  Com- 
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«        «    Mass.  G.  ft  E.  L. 
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Gas  and  Electric  Light  Commissioners. 

''        ^    Mass.  High  Com.  Annual  Report  of  the  Massachusetts  Highway 
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« 


4f 


•a 


ABBREVIATIONS.  xili 

Ann.  Rep.  Neb.  Bd.  Tnuu.  . .  Annual    Report    of    the    Nebraska    Board    of 

Transportation.     1887-1900. 
^        "    Neb.  R.  0.  ..•••.  Annual  Report  of  the  Nebraska  Board  of  Rail- 
road Commisaioners.     Only  Ist  Annual  Re- 
port.    1885. 

"*        "    Neb.  S.  R.  G Annual  Report  of  the  Nebraska  State  Railway 

Commifision. 

••        "    Nev.  P.  S.  0 Annual  Report  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Nevada. 

**        "    Nev.  R.  C.  Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of 

Nevada. 

^        "    N.  H.  P.  S.  C.  ...  Annual  Report  of  the  New  Hampshire  Public 

Service  Commission. 

**        **    N.  H.  R.  C.  Annual  Report  of  the  New  Hampshire  Board 

of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

**        **    N.  J.  P.  U.  0.  . .  Annual  Reports  of  New  Jersey  Board  of  Pub- 
lic Utility  Commissioners. 

**        "    N.  J.  R.  C New  Jersey  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners 

Annual  Reports.     1007-1910. 
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-        «    N.  Y.  P.  8.  C.  (iBt 

Dist.)    Annual  Report  of  New  York  Public  Service 
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«        «    N.  Y.  P.  S.  0.  {2d 

Dist)    Annual  Report  of  New  York  Public  Service 

Commission,  Second  District. 
^        ^    N.  Y.  R.  C. New  York  Railroad  Commission  Report^  — ^ 
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"        •    Nova    Scotia    P. 
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Ohio.     1906-1911. 
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of  Oklahoma. 
«        ••    Ontario     Ry.     k 

Mun.  Bd.   Ontario  Railway  and  Municipal  Board,  Ontario, 

Canada,  Annual  Reports. 

*  "    Or.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Oregon  Railroad  Com- 

mission. 

*  "    Pa.  P.  S.  C Annual    Report   of    the   Pennsylvania    Public 

Service  Commission. 
^        **    Pa.  8.  R.  C.  •  •  • . .  Annual    Report    of    the  *  Pennsylvania    State 

Railroad  Commission. 
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Ann.  Rep.  Quebec  P.   U.  C.  Quebec  Public   Utilities  CommieBioD,  Caoada, 

Annual  Reports. 
*^        **    R.  I.  P.  U.  0.  . . .  Annual  Report  of  the.  Pnblie  Utilitiea  Commia- 

sion  of  Kbode  Island. 
"        *^    R.  L  R.  C Rliode    Island    Railroad    Commission    Annual 

Reports.     1889-1911. 
"        "    S.  D.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  South  DakoU  RaUroad 

Commissioners. 
**        **    Tex.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of 


**        "    Va.  S.  C.  C Annual  Report  of  the  State  Corporation  Com- 
mission of  Virginia. 

*        **    Vt.  R.  C Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Commissioners 

of  Vermont. 
'^        **    Wash.  P.  8.  C.  . .  Annual  Report  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Washington. 
**        **    Wash.  R.  C   ....  Annual  Report  of  the  Railroad  Cammiaaiop  of 

Washington. 
"        "    Wilmington,  Del., 

P.  U.  C Wilmington,  Del.,  Board  ot  PabUe  XHility  Con- 

missioners  Annual  Reports. 
"        "    W.  V.  P.  S.  C.  . .  Annual  Report  of  the  PuUie  Scrrice  Commis- 
sion of  West  Virginia.. 

A.  T.  &  T.  Co.  Com.  L. American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 

Commission  Leaflet. 

^'  '*     C.  T.  C American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company 

Commisaion  Telephone  Cases. 

Blen.  Rep.  Cal.  Bd.  R.  0 California  Board  of  Railroad  Conmiasioners 

Biennial  Reports. 
"        "    Kan.  P.  U.  C.  . .  .Biennial  Report  of  the  Eansas  Public  Utilltiea 

Commission. 

**        "    Miss.  R.  C Biennial   Report   of  the   Mississippi   Railroad 

Commission. 
*•        **    Vt.  P.  S.  C Biennial  Report  of  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Vermont. 

Cal.  R.  C.  R California  Railroad  Commission  Reports. 

....Canada  Railway  Cases   (in  16  vols,  to  date). 

Decisions  of  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of 

Colorado. 

Federal  Trade  Reporter. 

Hawaii  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

Illinois  Public  Utilities  Commission  Reports. 

Decisions  of  tlio  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Com- 
mission of  ntinois. 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission  Reports. 

Kansas  City,  ^lo.,  Piiblfc  Utilities  Commission 

Reports.     1st   Semi-Annual,   1909.    1st  An- 
nual, 1911. 
Mo.  P.  S.  C.  R. Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Reports. 


Can.  Ry.  Cases  . . . . 
Colo.  P.  U.  C 


Fed.  Tr.  Rep 

Hawaii  P.  U.  C.   . . 

111.  P.  U.  C.  R 

111.  R.  &  W.  C.  D.  . 


Inters.  Com.  Rep. 
K.  C.  Mo.  P.  U.  C. 
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N.  B.  Bd.  P.  U.  C New  Brunswick  Board  of  Public  Utilities  Ck>iii* 

missioners,  Canada. 

K.  H.  P.  S.  C.  B. N.  U.  Pub.  Ser..  Commission  Reports. 

X.  J.  P.  U.  C.  R Reports  of  the  Board  of  Public  Utilities  Com- 
missioners of  New  Jersey. 

N.  Y.  Off.  Dept.  R New  York  Official  Department  Reports. 

Pa.  P.  S.  C Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Commission  Re- 
ports. 

P.  I.  P.  U.  C Philippine    Islands    Public    Utilities    Cofflmi8« 

sion. 

P.  S.  C.  R.  (Ist  Dist.  N.  Y.)  ..Public  Service  Commission  Reports,  First  Dis- 
trict New  York. 

P.  S.  C.  R.  (2d  Diet.  N.  Y)  ..Public    Service    Commission    Reports,    Second 

District  New  York.  * 

J*.  S.  Reg Public  Service  Regulation. 

Kate  Res Rate  Research,  published  by  the  National  Elec- 
tric Light  Association. 

R.  I.  Bd.  R.  C.   Rhode  Island  Board  of  Railroad  Conunissioners 

Reports. 

bt.  J.  Mo.  P.  U.  C St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

(No  regular  reports.)     1009-1013. 

St.  L.  Mo.  P.  S.  C St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Public  Service  Commission. 

Tenn.  R.  C Tennessee  Railroad  Commission    ( no  decisions 

published).    Annual  Reports.     1897-1912. 

Utilities  Mag Utilities  Magazine. 

Wis.  R.  C*  B.  Wisconsin  Railroad  Commission  Reports. 
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Chicago,  R.  I.  k  P.  R,  Co.,  Re  (abstract)    993 
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Forgan,  Re    (abstract )     803 

Forgan,  Re    (abstract)    (2  cases)    982 

Galesburg  k  K.  Electric  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)   9j3 
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Vew  York,  C.  ft  St.  L.  R.  Co.,  Re  (abstract)    993 

North  American  Cold  Storage  Co.,  Re  (abstract)    1008 
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Wiscasset  Electric  Light  k  P.  Co.,  Re 804 
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REPORTS 


ANNOTATED 


OAIilFORNIA  RAIIiROAD  COMMISSION. 

EE  VALLEY  NATUBAL  GAS  COMPANY. 

[Decision  No.  4987;  Application  No.  3339.] 

Security  Usues  —  Amount  —  Determining  factor, 

1.  In  the  consideration  of  the  application  of  a  utility  to  issue  se- 
curities for  reimbursing  its  treasury  for  earnings  expended  for  capital 
purposes,  the  question  is  not  so  much  the  amount  so  expended,  as  the 
amount  of  earnings  properly  available  for  the  paynient  of  dividends. 

depreciation  —  Natural  gas  '—  Purpose, 

2.  The  function  of  the  depreciation  reserve  for  a  natural  gas  util- 
ity is  more  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  the  investment  to  the  investors 
than  to  keep  it  intact  by  the  replacement  of  worn  out  property,  where, 
in  the  event  of  a  failure  in  the  gas  field,  the  plant  will  be  useless  and 
of  salvage  value  only. 

Security  issues  —  Amount  ^  Capitalization  of  depreciation  fund. 

3.  Tn  fixing  the  amount  of  stock  a  natural  gas  utility  should  be 
allowed  to  issue  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for  capital  expenditure,  the 
California  Commission  refused  to  allow  the  capitalization  of  the  depre- 
ciation fund,  irrespective  of  the  purposes  for  which  it  may  have  been 
used,  where  due  to  the  hazardous  character  of  the  utility's  business  this 
fund  is  set  aside  to  restore  the  investment  rather  than  to  replace  worn 
property. 

[December  26,  1917.] 

Appucation  of  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company  for  authority 
to  issue  certain  of  its  common  stock;  authority  granted  to  issue 
$37,000  of  common  stock,  at  par,  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing 
its  treasury  for  capital  expenditures. 

Appearances :  Lilienthal,  McKinstry,  &  Baymond,  by  Joseph 
Haber,  Jr.,  for  applicant. 

P.U.R,1918C.  1 
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Thelen,  Commissioner  r-'Ii -ha  petition  herein.  Valley  Nat- 
ural Gas  Company  asks  sutthority  to  issue  such  an  amount  of  its 
common  stock  as  t^^'J^Tiilroad  Commission  may  deem  proper, 
for  the  purpose  of-.capitalizing  earnings  expended  for  additions 
and  bettenuQnls-.aaid  the  redemption  of  bonds.  Petitioner  pro- 
poses tct  dist^i|>ilte  as  a  stock  dividend  to  the  holders  of  its  com- 
mon ^ock^such  stock  as  may  be  authorized  herein. 

X'JJ'^^fetitioner  alleges  that  it  and  its  predecei^sor  in  interest, 
.  Cftlifbmia  Natural  Gas  Company,  have  expended  for  additions 
;\'*Aird  betterments  the  folloTiring  amounts: 

December  1,  3915,  to  March  1,  1916 $25,872.88 

March  1,  1916,  to  July  1,  1916  (credit)    '. 3,028.05 

July  1,  1916,  to  March  1,  1917   30,171.84 

March  1,  1917,  to  November  1,  1917 24,796.01 

Total    $76,812.68 

Petitioner  also  allies  that  from  June  30,  1917,  to  November 
1,  1917,  inclusive,  it  has  used  earnings  to  redeem  bonds  in  the 
amount  of  $60,000.  As  I  view  the  situation,  the  question  before 
the  Commission  is  not  so  much  the  amount  of  earnings  expended 
for  additions  and  betterments  and  the  redemption  of  bonds,  as 
the  amount  of  earnings  properly  available  for  the  payment  of 
dividends  on  petitioner's  common  stock.  The  testimony  indicates 
that  the  earnings  available  for  this  purpose  have  been  expended 
for  additions  and  betterments  or  for  the  redemption  of  bonds. 
Dividends  on  petitioner's  preferred  stock  have  been  regularly 
paid. 

The  testimony  shows  that  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company  ac- 
quired the  properties  of  California  Natural  Gas  Company  on  or 
about  June  20,  1916,  and  that  the  cash  paid  for  the  properties 
as  of  June  20,  1916,  included  the  additions  and  betterments  from 
December  1,  1916,  to  June  20,  1916.  ^ 

[2,  3]  Mr.  J.  F.  McMahon,  general  manager  of  Valley  Nat- 
ural Gas  Company,  testified  that  during  1916  no  allowance  was 
made  for  depreciation,  except  for  automobiles,  but  that  during 
the  current  year  it  is  the  intention  of  the  officials  of  the  company 
to  appropriate  from  $50,000  to  $60,000  of  the  earnings  for  de- 
preciation. In  readjusting  the  rates  of  Valley  Natural  Gas  Com- 
pany, the  Railroad  Commission  in  decision  No.  4485,  dated 
July  27,  1917,  allowed  $43,334.64  per  annum  for  depreciation. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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Petitioner  is  engaged  in  the  distribution  of  natnral  gAB,  a  busi- 
ness of  considerable  hazard  because  of  the  uncertain  life  of  the 
field.  Mr.  McMahon  testified  that,  in  his  opinion,  if  the  natural 
gas  supply  ceases,  the  property  of  petitioner  will  become  entirely 
useless,  and  that  any  value  which  it  will  have  will  be  its  salvage 
value. 

Eecause  of  the  fact  that  this  property  is  viewed  as  having  a 
short  term  life,  the  function  of  the  depreciation  reserve  seems 
to  me,  in  this  case,  to  be  not  so  much  to  replace  the  property  as 
worn  out  and  thus  to  keep  the  investment  intact,  as  to  restore  the 
investment  to  the  investors.  In  restoring  the  investment,  the 
company's  obligation  naturally  goes  first  to  its  creditors,  and 
second  to  its  stockholders. 

For  the  purpose  of  determining  the  amount  of  net  earnings 
available  for  the  payment  of  dividends  on  common  stock,  I  am 
inclined  to  the  view  that  the  company  should  set  up  for  depre- 
ciation the  amount  allowed  by  the  Commission  in  the  recent  rate 
proceeding,  and  that  the  amount  so  allowed  per  annum  should 
not  only  be  applied  to  the  1917,  but  also  to  the  1916  operations. 

No  matter  for  what  purpose  the  depreciation  fund  has  been 
or  will  be  used,  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  should  not  be  capital- 
ized.   Counsel  for  petitioner  agrees  with  me  in  this  conclusion. 

A  stat^oaent  submitted  by  petitioner  shows  the  following  re- 
sults from  the  operation  of  the  properties  here  involved. 


Item. 


Operating  revenues  

Operating  expenses,  including  taxes  but  not  de- 
predation     • ,. 

Net  operating  revenues  

Less  interest 

Net  earnings 

From  which  should  be  deducted  depreciation  and 
dividend  on  preferred  stock — 

Depreciation 

Dividend  on  preferred  stock 

Total 

Net  earnings  available  for  dividends  on  common 
stock    

P.U.R.1918C. 


January  1, 

1016,  to 

December 

31,  1916. 


$368,739.58 
271,519.32 


$97,220.26 
11,810.36 


$85,409.90 


$43,334.64 
10,002.00 


January  1, 

1917,  to 

October  31, 

1917. 


$476,442.98 
406,335.47 


$70,107.:51 
16,699.84 


$53,607.67 


$36,112.22 
11,002.00 


$53,336.64      $47,114.22 


$32,073.26 


$6,393.45 


4  CALLFOBKIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

The  forc^ing  table  indicates  that  the  company  has  ayaikble 
for  the  payment  of  dividends  on  its  common  stock  the  sum  of 
$38,466.71  less  the  sum  of  $1,278,  being  one  month's  dividend 
on  preferred  stock. 

The  testimony  is  to  the  effect  that  this  amount,  as  well  as 
amounts  which  more  properly  should  have  been  charged  to  depre- 
ciation, has  been  expended  for  additions  and  betterments  and 
the  redemption  of  bonds.  As  said,  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
amount  expended  out  of  the  depreciation  fimd  should  be  capital- 
ized regardless  as  to  whether  the  moneys  in  the  depreciation 
fimd  have  been  used  to  redeem  bonds  or  expended  for  additions 
and  betterments  or  replacements- 

Under  petitioner's  articles  of  incorporation,  any  stock  which 
the  Commission  may  authorize  to  be  issued  pursuant  to  the  peti- 
tion herein  must  be  delivered  to  the  common  stockholders.  !ilr. 
C.  C.  Spicer,  secretary  of  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company,  testi- 
fied that  the  common  stockholders  have  agreed  with  all  parties 
who  were  in  any  way  interested  in  the  organization  and  financing 
of  the  Valley  Xatural  Gas  Company  that  they  would  distribute 
anv  stock  herein  authorized  as  follows: 

50  per  cent  to  the  Standard  Bond  k  Mortgage  Company. 
23  per  cent  to  Mr.  C.  6.  Colby  and  his  associates. 

23  per  cent  to  Messrs.  C.  C.  Spicer,  Charles  Donlon,  J.  A.  Hughes,  and 
A.  S.  Bradford. 
4  per  cent  to  Mr.  T.  F.  Speed. 

All  parties  agree  that  this  distribution  shall  be  rc^rded  as 
compensation  in  full  for  all  services  rendered  in  financing  the 
purchase  of  the  properties  of  California  Natural  Gas  Company. 

In  view  of  the  facts  presented  in  connection  with  this  petition 
I  am  of  the  opinion  that  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company  may  prop- 
erly be  antborized  to  issue  $37,000  par  value  of  its  common  capi- 
tal stock  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  its  treasury  for  earn- 
ings CA'pended  for  additions  and  betterments. 

I  herewith  submit  the  following  form  of  order: 

ORDER. 

Valley  Xatural  Gas  Company  having  applied  to  the  Railroad 
Commission  for  authority  to  issue  common  capital  stock  in  such 
an  amount  as  the  Commission  may  determine,  and  a  public  hear- 
ing having  been  held,  and  the  Eailroad  Commission  being  of  the 
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opinion  that  the  money,  property,  or  labor  to  be  procured  or  paid 
for  by  such  issue  is  reasonably  required  for  the  purpose  or  pur- 
poses specified  in  the  order,  and  that  the  expenditures  for  such 
purpose  or  purposes  are  not,  in  ivhole  or  in  part,  reasonably 
chargeable  to  operating  expenses  or  to  income. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company  be  and 
it  is  hereby  authorized  to  issue  $37,000  par  value  of  its  common 
capital  stock  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  its  treasury  because 
of  earnings  expended  for  capital  purposes,  the  authority  herein 
granted  to  issue  said  stock  being  upon  the  following  conditions, 
and  not  otherwise : 

1.  Valley  Natural  Gas  Company  shall  keep  separate,  true, 
and  accurate  accounts  showing  the  receipt  and  application  in 
detail  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  stock  herein  authorized 
to  be  issued;  and  on  or  before  the  25th  day  of  each  month  the 
company  shall  make  verified  reports  to  the  Railroad  Commission, 
stating  the  sale  or  sales  of  said  stock  during  the  preceding  month, 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  sale,  the  moneys  realized  there- 
from, and  the  use  and  application  of  such  moneys, — all  in  accord- 
ance with  this  Commission's  genelral  order  No.  24,  which  order, 
in  so  far  as  applicable,  is  made  a  part  of  this  order. 

2.  The  authority  herein  granted  to  issue  stock  shall  apply  only 
to  such  stock  as  shall  have  been  issued  on  or  before  May  15,  1918. 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion of  the  State  of  California. 

Note. — Security  issues. 

1.  In  general. 

In  He  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  May  26,  1917,  the  Oregon  Com- 
mission said:  "If  an  adequate  depreciation  allowance  has  been 
charged  to  operations  and  credited  to  a  depreciation  reserve  fund, 
such  procedure  will  provide  for  the  continuous  maintenance  of  the 
full  value  of  the  plant  assets,  against  which  the  bonds  or  other  debts 
stand  as  liabilities.  At  the  maturity  of  the  existing  bonds,  or  at  any 
other  time,  there  will  be,  in  the  depreciated  value  of  the  original 
plant,  in  new  plants  and  extensions  constructed  from  the  deprecia- 
tion reserve  fund  since  the  bond  issue,  and  in  the  balance  remain- 
ing in  that  fund,  the  equivalent  value  of  the  original  asset  bonded. 
This  asset  may  then  be  rebonded  as  was  the  original  plant. 
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"If,  in  addition  to  replacing  capital  consumed  in  operation  (de- 
preciation), and  to  paying  the  ordinary  operating  expenses  and  in- 
terest, rates  for  utility  service  are  charged  which  al^o  provide  a  sink- 
ing fund  with  which  bonds  are  purchased  or  retired,  the  late  payer 
of  the  present  is  compelled  to  pay  more  than  his  share.  He  is  prac- 
tically buying  the  plant,  and  the  future  rate  payer  with  lighter  in- 
terest obligations,  and  ultimately  none  at  all,  would  reap  the  benefit 
of  such  procedure. 

"Depreciation  reserve  funds  may  be  properly  loaned  for  the  pur- 
chase of  bonds,  or  in  making  extensions,  but  in  such  case  the  rate 
payer  will  not  be  inadvertently  compelled  to  exceed  the  fair  and 
just  rate  for  the  utility  service  rendered  to  him.  It  should  become 
evident  that,  wherever  there  has  been  followed  the  above  policy  of 
charging  to  operations  and  placing  in  a  reserve  fund  an  adequate 
allowance  for  depreciation,  that  there  is  no  more  necessity  or  jus- 
tification in  obtaining  from  taxpayers  and  water  users  the  face  value 
of  the  bond  issue  before  or  at  its  maturity,  than  there  would  be  in 
raising  outright  from  the  same  source  such  an  amount  at  the  time 
the  plant  was  acquired  or  constructed.  However,  a  supplementary 
provision  for  retirement  of  bonds  must  be  made  where  there  has  been 
an  inadequate  depreciation  allowance,  or  none  at  all.  In  the  latter 
case,  if  the  term  of  the  bond  can  be  made  equal  to  <hn  life  of  the 
structure  or  plant  bonded,  a  comprehensive  plan  for  bonl  retirement 
at  maturity  is  simply  equivalent*  to  making  an  adequate  allowance 
for  depreciation.  It  is  also  quite  possible  uhat  payment  into  a  sink- 
ing fund,  in  addition  to  an  inadequate  amount  to  the  depreciation 
reserve  fund,  might  have  the  same  effect  as  the  proper  financial 
policy  outlined  above,  but  such  a  mixed  process  lacks  the  clean  cut 
definition  of  the  latter. 

"If,  at  the  outset,  through  sale  of  bonds  at  less  than  par  or  through 
some  other  contingency,  the  value  of  the  plant  and  other  related 
assets  is  less  than  that  of  the  bonded  and  other  liabilities,  it  is  then 
proper,  in  addition  to  the  interest  payments,  to  make  such  periodical 
contributions  to  a  sinking  fund  as  will  amortize  this  differential  at 
the  maturity  of  the  bonds.  Bonds  issued  for  an  improvement,  pro- 
ducing no  revenue  or  not  enough  to  provide  an  adequate  depreciation 
allowance,  should  also  be  wholly  or  in  part  retired  by  contributions 
from  some  other  source,  to  a  sinking  fund." 

In  Ee  Red  Star  Stage  Line,  Decision  No.  4677,  Applicaiion  No. 
3122,  Sept.  26,  1917,  the  California  Commission  held  that  it  could 
not  authorize  the  issuance  of  capital  stock  covering  franchises  at  a 
value  in  excess  of  their  actual  cost  to  the  original  grantee. 

II,  Jurisdiction  of  CommisMon. 

m 

A  railroad  company  in  California  cannot  amend  its  mortgage  so 
as  to  provide  for  an  issue  of  6  per  cent,  instead  of  6  per  cent  bonds 
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as  originally  provided  for,  until  such  amended  mortgage  has  been 
approved  by  the  Commission.  Re  San  Diego  &  A.  B.  Co.  Decision 
No.  4897,  Application  No.  3328,  Nov.  27,  1917. 

In  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  Decision  No.  4570,  Applica- 
tion No.  2743,  Aug.  21,  1917,  the  California  Commission  held  that 
a  public  utility  may  issue  its  authorized  capital  stock  to  officers  and 
employees  without  the  Commission's  authorization. 

The  Pennsylvania  Public  Service  Company  Law  do2s  not  require 
the  consent  of  the  Commission  before  a  trustee  can  foreclose  a  utility 
company's  mortgage  and  sell  the  mortgaged  property,  Philadelphia 
Trust  Co.  V.  Northumberland  County  Traction  Co.  (1917)  258  Pa. 
152,  101  Atl.  970. 

Ill,  Purpose  for  which  securities  may  he  issued. 

In  Be  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  the  Oregon  Commission  said : 
'^onds  should  never  be  issued  for  replacements  of  capital  previously 
bonded.  .  .  .  Bonds  may  be  issued  for  additions  and  betterments, 
or,  when  the  asset  bonded  has  been  preserved  to  its  full  value,  as 
previously  outlined,  for  replacing  matured  bonds.  .  .  .  When 
a  new  unit  replacing  an  old  one  exceeds  the  value  of  the  one  re« 
placed,  the  excess  cost  is  not  a  replacement,  but  a  betterment.  Be- 
placements  shouUL  be  provided  from  the  depreciation  reserve  fund. 
If  the  balance  in  this  fund  is  inadequate  because  money  has  been 
borrowed  therefrom  for  additions  or  betterments,  this  latter  new 
capital  may  be  bonded,  and  the  reserve  fund  thus  repaid." 

In  Be  Indiana  General  Service  Co.  (Ind.)  No.  3351,  Jan.  12, 
]918,  permission  to  issue  bonds  to  refund  bond  discount  was  denied 
where,  in  a  previous  case  involving  the  same  transaction,  the  Com- 
mission refused  to  authorize  an  issue  of  stock  for  the  same  purpose, 
upon  the  theory  that  this  indebtedness  should  not  be  capitalized,  but 
should  be  extinguished  by  an  amortization  account  provided  for 
that  purpose. 

In  Be  Ghriest  (Cal.)  Application  No.  3274,  Decision  No.  4819, 
Nov.  7,  1917,  the  issuance  of  a  $1,000  8  per  cent  note  to  be  se- 
cured by  mortgage,  proceeds  to  be  used  partly  for  betterments  and 
partly  to  discharge  balance  on  outstanding  note  and  interest  thereon, 
was  authorized.  The  Commission  said  that  as  a  large  part  of  the 
earnings  of  the  utility  had  been  expended  for  capital  purposes  it 
is  proper  to  permit  the  utility  to  use  part  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
note  to  pay  interest. 

A  stock  dividend  to  absorb  a  utility's  surplus  created  by  leaving 
earnings  undisturbed  and  devoting  them  to  construction,  although 
proper,  cannot  be  authorized  beyond  the  maximum  amount  of  se- 
curity issues  permitted  by  its  charter.  Be  Fryeburg  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
TJ.  No.  147,  Sept.  26, 1916. 

In  Indian  Valley  B.  Co.  Decision  No.  4854,  Application  No.  3217, 
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Nov.  19,  1917,  the  California  Commission  held  that  a  railroad  com- 
pany desiring  to  issue  stock  to  build  a  hotel  at  junction  points  where 
its  line  connected  with  another  road  should  stipulate  tiiat  the  cost 
thereof  will  not  be  included  in  the  cost  of  its  operative  properties 
lor  rate  fixing  or  other  purposes. 


CAIilFORNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

EE  F.  W.  GOMPH,  Agent. 

[Decision  No.  5003;  Application  No.  3332.] 

Bates  ^  Reasonableness  —  Effect  on  shipper*s  profits. 

1.  In  determining  whether  a  tariff  rate  is  applicable  to  local  traf- 
fic, or  is  but  a  factor  in  a  through  rate  to  a  common  point,  the  Cali- 
fornia CommisBion  will  not  be  influenced  by  the  fact  that  a  shipper, 
assuming  that  the  rate  was  local,  has  entered  into  a  contract  under 
which  a  change  in  the  rate  would  affect  his  profits. 

Bates  ^  Freight  ^  Application   of   through  rate   to    local   traffic   hy 
shipper, 

2.  The  California  Commission  will  not  permit^  a  shipper  to  take 
advantage  of  a  freight  rate,  clearly  intended  for  through  traffic  in  con- 
nection with  a  common  carrier  by  water,  by  attempting  to  apply  it  to 
local  shipments  by  placing  the  freight  on  boats  and  moying  it  short 
distances  within  the  confines  of  the  harbor  at  the  point  of  consignment. 

[December  31,  1917.] 

Application  for  permission  to  change' the  rendering  of  items 
on  certain  freight  tariffs ;  granted. 

Appearances :  E.  W.  Camp  and  A.  S.  Halsted  for  applicant ; 
Bishop  &  Bahler,  by  H.  M.  Wade,  for  California  Portland 
Cement  Company,  Protestant. 

Loveland,  Commissioner:  This  is  an  application  jfiled  by 
F.  W.  Qomph,  agent,  on  behalf  of  carriers  parties  to  PaciiSc 
Freight  Tariff  Bureau's  Local  and  Joint  Freight  Tariff  No. 
42-B,  C.  R.  C.  No.  105,  and  Joint  Freight  Tariff  No.  120-B, 
C.  E.  C.  No.  160;  also  in  connection  with  Los  Angeles  &  Salt 
Lake  Railroad  Tariff  No.  133-C,  C.  R.  C.  No.  60,  Pacific  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company's  Tariff  No.  120,  C.  R.  C.  No.  187,  and 
Southern  Pacific  Company's  Tariff  No.  584-A,  C.  R.  C.  No. 
1670,  for  permission  to  change  the  wording  of  certain  items  in 
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these  tariffs  coyering  traDSshipment  of  freight  received  from  or 
delivered  to  water  carriers. 

The  primary  purpose  of  the  application  will  be  illustrated  by 
quoting  from  the  first-named  tariff, — ^Pacific  Freight  Tariff 
Bureau's  Tariff  No.  42-B,  C.  R.  O.  No.  106.  Item  No.  5  there- 
of  now  reads :  "Rates  named  herein  apply  only  on  freight  re- 
ceived irom  o'c  delivered  to  water  carriers  at  the  ports  named  in 
each  individiial  item.'' 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  the  item  to  read  as  follows : 

"Rates  named  herein  from  the  ports  named  apply  only  on 
freight  transported  on  the  high  seas  from  points  beyond  the  port 
and  delivered  by  the  ocean  carrier  to  the  rail  carriers  at  the  ports 
named,  subject  to  such  further  restrictions  as  may  be  provided  in 
connection  with  individual  rates. 

"Rates  named  herein  to  the  ports  named  apply  only  on  freight 
delivered  to  the  ocean  carrier  for  transportation  on  the  high  seas 
to  points  beyond  the  port,  subject  to  such  further  restrictions  as 
may  be  provided  in  connection  with  individual  rates." 

The  reasons  for  desiring  to  amend  tariffs  as  set  forth  in  the 
application  are,  briefly,  that  certain  rates  were  published  on 
cement  to  place  the  cement  factories  in  southern  California  on 
a  parity  with  the  factories  in  northern  California  at  tidewater 
points.  Otherwise  stated,  the  rate  from  the  northern  California 
producing  points — ^Davenport,  Cement,  Cowell,  and  Napa  Junc- 
tion to  San  Francisco  and  bay  points  is  75  cents  per  ton,  which 
would  give  the  northern  California  mills  a  decided  advantage  at 
tide  water  if  a  similar  transshipment  rate  were  not  made  for 
southern  California  producing  points — Crestmore,  Colton,  and 
Riverside  to  the  ports  in  that  part  of  the  state. 

It  is  alleged  that  the  rate  of  75  cents  per  ton  on  cepient  to  San 
Diego  and  other  southern  ports  was  intended  for  use  only  in  con- 
nection with  shipments  destined  to  points  reached  by  ocean-going 
vessels,  either  in  coastwise  or  foreign  trade.  Applicant  maintains 
that  the  rate  has  never  been  used  in  connection  with  consign- 
ments for  local  consumption,  and  the  proposed  changes  bring 
about  no  increases,  being  made  simply  to  clarify  the  tariffs  and 
remove  a  present  ambiguity. 

It  is  further  alleged  that  an  attempt  was  recently  made  to  apply 
the  75  cent  rate  to  cement  moving  *to  San  Diego,  for  consumption 
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in  the  construction  of  a  dam  at  Otay,  located  a  few  miles  from 
Chula  Vista  on  the  San  Diego  bay,  the  intention  of  the  shippers 
being  to  load  the  cement  on  barges  at  San  Diego,  move  it  to  a 
point  near  Chula  Vista,  and  haul  from  that  point  by  motor  truck 
to  final  destination. 

[1,  2]  Applicant  insists  that,  under  a  reasonable  interpreta- 
tion of  the  language  used  in  these  tariffs,  the  proportional  rates 
could  not  be  made  to  apply  on  tonnage  destined  to  the  ports  or  to 
local  points  within  the  ports,  by  the  mere  subterfuge  of  placing 
the  freight  on  some  kind  of  a  water  craft  and  moving  it  short 
distances  within  the  confines  of  the  particular  harbor. 

The  granting  of  the  application  was  protested  by  the  Califor- 
nia Portland  Cement  Company,  who  declared  it  had  entered  into 
a  contract  to  furnish  cement  for  the  construction  of  a  reservoir 
at  Otay,  and  had  figured  upon  the  75  cent  rate,  expecting  to 
move  the  tonnage  by  water  carried  from  the  wharf  at  San  Diego 
to  a  convenient  landing  point  on  the  San  Diego  bay  opposite  the 
dam  site. 

The  point  made  by  protestant,  that  it  had  entered  into  a  con- 
tract and  figured  on  the  transshipment  rate,  and  that,  therefore, 
no  changes  should  be  allowed  in  these  tariffs  until  the  contract 
had  been  fulfilled,  cannot  be  admitted  as  controlling.  If  carriers 
proposed  reductions  in  rates,  this  protestant  certainly  would  not 
contend  that  the  rates  must  ordinarily  not  be  changed  because 
its  profits  under  the  contract  would  be  increased.  The  reason- 
ableness of  a  rate,  rule,  or  regulation  must  be  determined  inde- 
pendently of  contracts  made  by  shippers. 

The  evidence  shows  that  no  cement  has  ever  moved  to  San 
Diego  at  the  75  cent  per  ton  rate  and  was  there  delivered  to 
water  carriers  for  local  consumption  at  that  port ;  it  is  therefore 
not  necessary  to  decide  what  the  legal  charge  would  have  been 
liad  such  shipments  moved,  nor  what  the  lawful  rates  are  under 
the  tariffs  as  now  constructed. 

The  items  in  the  tariffs  to  be  amended  clearly  indicate  that 
same  were  published  to  cover  proportional  rates  in  connection 
with  a  common  carrier  by  water,  and,  from  their  very  nature  and 
history,  are  nothing  but  factors  in  a  through  rate.  They  are  part 
of  a  rate  structure  created  by  competitive  conditions  from  pro- 
ducing points  to  a  common  market,  have  no  particular  bearing 
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upon  local  rates  within  the  territory,  and,  because  of  the  dif- 
erence  in  conditions,  cannot  be  said  to  be  either  preferential  or 
discriminatory  against  the  same  commodities  moving  to  the  local 
markets. 

The  issues  in  case  No.  362,  Golden  Gate  Brick  Co.  v.  Western 
P.  R.  Co.  decided  by  Commissioner  Eshleman  April  12,  1913, 
(2  Cal.  R.  C.  607),  were  similar  to  those  in  the  case  at  bar,  being 
based  on  a  tariff  interpretation,  where  he  held:  "I  am  not  at 
all  in  sympathy  with  the  practice  of  carriers  in  putting  tortured 
construction  upon  a  tariff  provision  so  that  the  same  may  yield 
them  more  revenue;  and  I  certainly  am  no  more  in  sympathy 
with  the  same  practice  when  indulged  in  by  shippers  with  a  view 
to  securing  less  rates.  Tariffs  should  be  clear  and  unambiguous, 
and  when  there  is  an  ambiguity  by  reason  of  which  a  shipper  has 
suffered,  the  carrier,  being  responsible  for  the  ambiguity,  should 
certainly  be  required  to  sustain  the  loss ;  but  where,  as  here,  the 
shipper  shows  no  loss  whatsoever  and  the  construction  sought  is 
contrary  to  the  plain  intent  of  the  tariff,  I  think  such  shipper 
should  have  no  standing  before  this  Commission." 

In  the  light  of  this  record,  which  has  been  carefully  considered, 
I  see  no  reason  for  deviating  from  the  findings  and  conclusions 
announced  in  the  Golden  Gate  Brick  Co.'s  case.  No.  362,  supra; 
and  1  find  that  the  changes  proposed  in  the  tariffs  covered  by 
this  application  are  reasonable,  and  that  the  application  should 
be  granted  in  order  that  the  positive  intent  of  the  rates  may  be 
set  forth  in  unmistakable  terms. 


CAIilFORNIA  RAII^ROAD  COMMISSION. 

EE  TRANSPORTATION  COMPANIES. 

[Decision  No.  6124;  Case  No.  1177.] 

Itattroads  —  War  conditions  —  Beoommendation, 

In  view  of  national  railway  control  the  California  Commission 
Euggested  that  it  take  up  informally  with  the  railroads  and  all  other 
parties  interested,  various  recommendations  made  by  it  which  might 
appear  to  be  useful  in  bringing  about  complete  national  control  and  the 
highest  possible  efficiency  of  the  transportation  system,  during  the 
emergency  created  by  the  war. 

[February  9,  1918.] 
P.U.H.1918C. 
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Invbstigation  on  the  Commission's  own  initiative  into  the 
service  and  maintenance  and  the  economics  of  operation  of  trans- 
portation companies  in  California  during  the  emergency  created 
by  the  war ;  recommendations. 

Appearances :  C.  A,  Curtis  for  the  California  Western  Rail- 
road Company ;  C.  W.  Durbrow  for  Southern  Pacific  Company ; 
H.  C.  Nutt  and  A.  S.  Halsted  for  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake  Rail- 
road Company;  Clarence  M.  Oddie,  secretary  and  counsel  for 
the  Western  Association  of  Short  Line  Railroads ;  Areata  &  Mad 
River  Railroad ;  Bay  Point  &  Clajrton  Railroad ;  California  West- 
ern Railroad  &  Navigation  Company ;  Cement,  Tolenas,  &  Tide- 
water Railway  Company;  Holton  Interurban  Railway;  Lake 
Tahoe  Railway  &  Transportation  Company;  McCloud  River 
Railroad  Company;  Ocean  Shore  Railroad  Company;  Pajaro 
Valley  Consolidated  Railroad  Company;  Riverside,  Rialto,  & 
Pacific  Railway  Cgmpany ;  San  Joaquin  &  Eastern  Railroad  Com- 
pany; San  Diego  &  Southeastern  Railway  Company;  Sierra 
Railroad  Company  of  California;  Stockton  Terminal  &  Eastern 
Railroad  Company;  Trona  Railway  Company;  Yreka  Railroad 
Company;  Yosemite  Valley  Railroad;  Glendale  &  Montrose 
Railway  Company;  W.  S.  Palmer  for  Northwestern  Pacific 
Railroad  Company;  E.  J.  Mitchell  for  Oakland,  Antioch,  & 

_  I  

Eastern  Railway ;  Frank  Karr  and  Paul  Shoup  for  Pacific  Elec- 
tric Railway ;  E.  H.  Maggard  for  Petaluma  &  Santa  Rosa  Rail- 
way Company;  Sanborn  &  Roehl  for  California  Transportation 
Company;  California  Navigation  &  Improvement  Company; 
Sacramento  Transportation  Company;  Farmers  Transportation 
Company;  the  Nevada-California-Oregon  Railway  Company; 
M.  J.  Wright  for  Pacific  Steamship  Company ;  J.  M.  Sims  for 
Pacific  Coast  Railway  Company ;  M.  L.  Shannon  for  Santa  Maria 
Valley  Railway  Company;  A.  J.  Klampt  for  Trona  Railway 
Company ;  F.  E.  Sharp  for  Visalia  Electric  Railway  Company ; 
G.  J.  Bradley  for  Merchants  &  Manufacturers  Association  of 
Sacramento;  S.  W.  Russell  for  Consolidated  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce of  Sacramento ;  Bishop  &  Bahler  by  H.  M.  Wade  for  cer- 
tain shippers  in  San  Francisco,  Oakland,  and  Los  Angeles; 
L.  R.  Bishop  and  H.  M.  Wade  for  Oakland  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce; A.  Larssen  for  California  Redwood  Association;  Cal- 
ifornia Pine  Box  &  Lumber  Company,  and  other  pine  lumber 
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operators;  also  as  an  individual;  Allan  P.  Matthew  for  tie 
Western  Pacific  Railroad  Company  and  Tidewater  Southern 
Railway  Company;  W.  W.  Cahill  and  W.  W.  Hinchman  for 
Death  Valley  Railroad  Company  and  Tonopah  &  Tidewater 
Railroad;  D.  M.  Swobe  for  Sierra  Railway  of  California  and 
McCloud  River  Railroad  Company;  W.  R.  Alberger  for  San 
Francisco-Oakland  Terminal  Railways;  G.  L.  Chamberlain  for 
Camino,  Placerville,  &  Lake  Tahoe  Railroad  Company;  E.  W. 
Camp  and  M.  W.  Reed  for  the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe 
Railway  Company. 

Edgerton  and  Loveland,  Conamissioners :  This  proceeding 
was  instituted  by  the  Commission  on  its  own  initiative  on  No- 
vember  28,  1917,  and  the  hearings  in  the  case  were  concluded 
on  December  20,  1917. 

On  December  26,  1917,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
issued  his  proclamation  dealing  with  the  assumption  of  complete 
control  over  the  railroad  operation  of  the  country  by  the  Federal 
government.  With  the  issuance  of  that  proclamation  and  the 
subsequent  formation  by  the  Federal  government  of  a  new  na- 
tional transportation  policy, — ^the  policy  that  is  now  being  fixed 
into  Federal  statute, — the  situation  has  changed  radically.  The 
chief  causes  leading  to  this  investigation  are  now  no,  longer  opera- 
tive. It  therefore  became  a  question  with  us  whether  this  pro- 
ceeding should  be  dismissed  and  no  further  report  made  to  the 
Commission,  or  whether  there  were  sufficient  grounds  to  complete 
the  writing  of  the  opinion.  We  reached  the  conclusion  that  this 
report  should  be  written. 

It  is  not  clear  at  this  time  what  the  useful  function  of  this 
Commission  and  similar  state  commissions  will  be  in  the  new 
scheme  of  things;  and,  being  in  complete  sympathy  with  the 
policy  announced  by  the  President  as  a  war  measure,  we  feel 
strongly  that  all  activities  and  functions  interfering  with  the  full 
accomplishment  of  the  President's  purpose,  from  whatever  source 
such  interference  might  come,  must  be  swept  aside. 

The  investigation,  however,  has  developed  facts  of  importance 
bearing  on  this  issue,  and  suggestions  have  been  made  by  wit- 
nesses and  by  the  Commission's  staff  which,  in  ofur  opinion,  will 
be  of  value  in  the  efforts  to  bring  the  country's  transportation 
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machine  to  the  highest  point  of  efficiency.  TVe  believe  that  in 
the  operation  of  the  California  railroads  the  Federal  government 
will  be  facing  the  same  situation  as  the  carriers  are  now  facing, 
and  that  the  difhculties  must  be  understood  before  they  can  be 
remedied. 

Having  in  mind  the  announced  purpose  of  the  investigation, 
that  the  Commission  wished  "to  ascertain  the  facts  as  to  the 
present  condition  of  transportation  in  California,  and,  if  the 
facts  disclosed  that  transportation  is  not  adequate  or  efficient,  to 
determine  what  the  cause  of  such  inadequacy  may  be,  and  either 
to  suggest  or  order  remedies,"  we  are  making  such  recommenda- 
tions, suggestions,  and  observations  with  the  knowledge  that  such 
approval,  disapproval-  or  modification  thereof  will  be  made  as 
in  the  judgment  of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  may  be 
deemed  expedient  or  desirable. 

Purpose  of  Investigatwn. 

During  the  last  five  years  at  least  the  railway  situation  of  the 
United  States  has  become  increasingly  difficult,  and  the  inade- 
quacy of  the  available  railway  facilities  to  handle  the  volume  of 
traffic  of  the  country  has  become  generally  recognized  as  beyond 
question. 

Since  the  outbreak  of  the  war  in  Europe,  the  strain  upon  the 
transportation  system  has  steadily  increased.  In  April  of  last 
year,  when  our  country  was  drawn  into  the  conflict,  the  demand 
upon  the  railways  was  unprecedented.  With  the  country  at  war 
it  became  immediately  apparent  that  not  only  would  there  be 
a  still  greater  demand  upon  the  carriers,  but  that  the  railways 
would  form  one  of  the  most  important  factors  in  tlie  national 
defense.  This  was  recognized  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  when  he  appointed  a  National  Council  of  Defense  for  the 
purpose  of  asoertainiug  the  resources  of  the  country  and  secur- 
ing the  co-operation  of  all  organized  transportation  and  industrial 
activities  in  furtherance  of  this  purpose. 

The  executive  heads  of  the  railroads  responded  to  the  emer- 
genoy  when,  at  a  meeting  in  Washington  on  April  11,  1917,  they 
adopted  this  resolution: 

''Resolved,  That  the  railroads  of  the  United  States,  acting 
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through  their  chief  executive  officers  here  and  now  assembled, 
and  stirred  by  a  high  sense  of  their  opportunity  to  be  of  the 
greatest  service  to  their  country  in  the  present  national  crisis, 
do  hereby  pledge  themselves  with  the  government  of  the  United 
States,  with  the  governments  of  the  several  states,  and  with  one 
another,  that  during  the  present  war  they  will  co-ordinate  their 
operations  in  a  continental  raUway  syetem,  merging  during  such 
period  all  their  merely  individual  and  competitive  activities  in 
the  effort  to  produce  a  maximum  of  national  transportation 
efficiency.  To  this  end  they  hereby  agree  to  create  an  organiza- 
tion which  shall  have  general  authority  to  formulate  in  detail 
and  from  time  to  time  a  policy  of  operation  of  all  or  any  of 
the  railways,  which  policy,  when  and  as  announced  by  such 
temporary  organization,  shall  be  accepted  and  earnestly  made 
effective  by  the  several  managements  of  the  individual  railroad 
companies  here  represented." 

This  resolution,  we  believe,  must  be  considered  as  one  of  the 
important  documents  in  American  railroad  history ;  for  the  first 
time  the  executive  heads  of  the  railroads  give  voice  to  their  reali- 
zation that  the  highest  national  transportation  efficiency  can  be 
attained  only  through  the  unified  operation  of  a  continental 
railway  system. 

It  is  common  knowledge  now  how,  as  a  result  of  the  resolution 
just  quoted,  the  "Eailroads'  War  Board'*  was  organized  and  how 
the  board  set  itself  to  the  task  of  improving  the  national  trans- 
portation efficiency.  Among  other  steps  taken  the  board  in 
July,  1917,  addressed  the  state  public  service  commissions,  urg- 
ing co-operation  with  the  railroads  in  a  suspension,  during  the 
war,  of  "all  efforts  not  designed  to  help  directly  in  winning  the 
war."    The  letter  in  part  says : 

"Therefore  this  committee  earnestly  recommends  that  during 
the  war  the  railroads  be  required  by  the  public  authorities  to 
make  improvements  and  carry  out  projects  involving  the  expendi* 
ture  of  money  and  labor  only  when  they  are  absolutely  essential 
for  war  purposes  or  public  safety.  The  prevailing  high  interest 
rate  on  money,  the  difficulty  of  raising  money  in  competition 
with  the  tax  free  issues  of  the  government,  the  excessive  cost  of 
supplies  and  labor,  the  delay  in  obtaining  material,  the  possible 
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blockade  of  traffic,  and  the  diversion  of  labor, — all  contribnte  to 
mske  nonessential  constmction  undesirable  during  the  war. 

^'The  committee  considers  that  the  erection  of  new  stations, 
elimination  of  grade  crossings,  are  among  the  nonessential  im- 
provements which  should  be  deferred  at  this  time.  We  respect- 
fully suggest  that  the  basis  for  consideration  of  new  projects  at 
this  time  should  be  the  increase  in  the  capacity  of  the  carriers 
for  national  service. 

"Furthermore,  we  urge  your  co-operation  in  eliminating  all 
passenger  service  which  is  merely  convenient  and  not  justified  by 
public  necessity  during  the  present  emergency  situation." 

This  Commission  expressed  itself  as  being  in  complete  sym- 
pathy with  the  suggestion,  and  took  action  accordingly,  that  the 
test  for  new  projects,  and  indeed  for  all  expenditures,  should  be 
the  effect  on  the  capacity  of  the  carriers  for  increased  national 
service. 

As  the  months  passed,  however,  it  became  increasingly  clear 
to  us  that,  as  far  as  the  railroads  in  California  were  concerned, 
the  pledge  given  in  the  Bailroads'  War  Board  resolution  remained 
largely  on  paper,  and,  in  its  essence,  was  not  translated  into 
action.  There  was  no  evidence  of  any  steps  being  taken,  nor 
even  of  any  general  preliminary  survey  being  made,  by  the  prin- 
cipal carriers  operating  in  this  state  to  "co-ordinate  operations 
in  a  continental  railway  system,  merging  during  such  period  all 
their  merely  individual  and  competitive  activities."  The  com- 
petitive system,  with  all  its  consequences  on  the  carriers  and  on 
the  public,  remained  in  full  force  in  California. 

This  Commission,  of  course,  was  aware  that  transportation 
conditions  in  the  East  were  more  serious  than  in  the  West,  and 
that  it  was  on  the  Atlantic  seaboard,  rather  than  on  the  western 
coast,  where  the  war  transportation  activities  concentrated  and 
congested.  It  did  not  seem  right  to  us,  however,  that  the  West 
should  insist,  even  if  it  were  possible,  on  running  its  transporta- 
tion machine  on  a  pre-war  and  normal  course  and  regardless  of 
the  needs  of  the  East,  when,  perhaps,  by  taking  stock  of  our 
transportation  resources  and  by  some  sacrifice  we  might  help 
where  help  was  needed. 

Meantime,  it  was  evident  also  in  this  state  that  railroad  trans- 
portation was  not  normal.     Informal  complaints  came  in  in- 
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creasing  ntimbers  to  the  Commission^  asking  our  assistance  in 
securing  cars  and  more  prompt  service.  We  were  informed  that 
the  condition  of  the  roadway  and  track  of  the  carriers  in  the 
state  was  deteriorating  because  of  the  acute  shortage  of  unskilled 
labor,  and  that  the  coming  rainy  season  would  aggravate  this  con- 
dition. We  heard  that  safety  standards  of  track  and  equipment 
were  permitted  to  relax,  and  that  operations  on  some  roads  during 

the  winter  were  bound  to  be  unsatisfactory,  if  not  dangerous. 

The  Commission  understood  that  certain  carriers  intended  to 

curtail  their  passenger  service,  and  in  one  instance  at  least  it  was 

proposed  to  abandon  a  portion  of  the  line. 
These  reasons,  together  with  the  general  unrest  prevailing  in 

the  public  mind  regarding  the  railroad  situation,  prompted  the 

Commission  to  institute  this  investigation. 

Scope  and  Method  of  Investigation, 

It  was  our  purpose  to  confine  the  inquiry  to  California  and  to 

California  conditions.     The  effect,  however,  of  these  conditions 

on  the  national  transportation   problem  will,    if  possible,   be 

ascertained.     Notice  of  the  hearing  was  sent  to  all  steam  and 

eiectric  interurban  railways,  as  well  as  to  all  water  carriers, 

^ndeir  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  ordering  these  utili- 

"^s  to  appear  and  show  cause  why  the  Commission  should  not 

^ake   this  investigation,     No  good  cause  appearing  to  the  con- 

^^^y,  the  Commission  stated  that  it  would  proceed  with  the  in- 

^^^^Sation  to  the  end  that  it  would  thereafter  make  such  order 

^^^  ^x-ders  as  might  seem  just  and  reasonable.    So  that  the  Com- 

^*Bai^n  might  proceed  on  tibe  basis  of  fact^  letters  of  inquiry 

^"^^^   sent,  prior  to  the  hearing,  to — 

(!<^)  The  general  managers  of  all  steam  railroads  operating  in 
^^if  omia. 

C  i>  )  The  general  managers  of  all  electric  interurban  railroads 
^^^  siting  in  California. 

C<i)  Tht  managers  of  all  water  carriers  operating  in  Cali- 

*^*^ia. 
Cci)  The  principal  commercial   and  traflSc  organizations  in 
^^ifomia. 


^      setters  of  notification,  of  the  hearing,  stating  the  general  pur- 
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pose  of  the  investigation,  in  addition  to  the  organizations  men- 
tioned under  (d)  were  sent  to — 

(e)  The  governor  of  this  state  (William  D.  Stephens). 

(/)  State  market  director  (Harris  Weinstock). 

(g)  Hoover's  Food  Control  Board  (Balph  P.  Merritt). 

(h)  State  council  of  defense  (A.  H.  Kaftzger^  chairman  ex- 
ecutive committee). 

(i)  Federal  Fuel  Director  (Albert  Schwabacher). 

(j)  War  Committee  of  the  National  Association  of  Bailwaj 
and  Utilities  Commissioners  (Max  Thelen,  chairman). 

(fc)  Priority  Board  (R.  S.  Lovett). 

(I)  Railroads'  War  Board  (Fairfax  Harrison,  chairman). 

(m)  Commission  on  Car  Service  of  the  American  Railway 
Association  (C.  M.  Sheaffer,  chairman). 

(n)  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  (Henry  Clay  Hall, 
chairman). 

All  these  parties  either  took  part  in  the  hearings  or  responded 
by  correspondence.  A  series  of  questions  was  addressed  to  the 
transportation  companies  mentioned  under  (a),  (6),  and  (c), 
those  to  the  steam  roads  being  typical.  The  scope  of  the  investi- 
gation is  indicated  by  these  questions,  and  the  answers  received 
from  the  various  carriers  and  other  parties  to  the  proceeding 
show  transportation  conditions  in  this  state.  The  questions  to 
the  steam  railroads  were  as  follows : 

A.  Relative  to  the  condition  of  roadbed  and  track: 

(1)  The  number  of  section  men  and  other  unskilled  laborers 
employed  by  your  road  on  November  15,  1916,  and  the  same 
information  for  the  same,  or  approximately  the  same,  date  for 
1915. 

(2)  The  number  of  men  employed  on  the  same  date  in  1917. 

(3)  The  number  of  men  you  were  short,  as  of  the  last  date, 
to  carry  .on  your  track  and  other  work  for  which  unskilled  labor- 
ers  are  employed. 

(4)  The  number  of  derailments  and  other  train  accidents, 
both  passenger  and  freight,  from  all  causes,  and,  se]()arately,  the 
number  of  train  accidents  caused  by  failure  of  track  and  equip- 
ment 

Note. — If  aocnrate  figures  have  not  been  worked  up  for  items  1  to  4,  in- 
elusive,  close  approximation  will  answer  the  purpose. 
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(5)  Statement  showing  expenditures  incurred  in  the  state  of 
California  for  maintenance  of  roadway  and  structures,  by  ac- 
counts, for  the  nine  months  ending  September  30,  1917;  with 
like  and  comparative  figures  for  the  same  nine  months  in  the 
years  1915  and  1916. 

(6)  The  Commission  requests  that  you  give  it  the  benefit  of 
any  suggestions  you  may  have  tending  to  alleviate  conditions  due 
to  the  present  labor  shortage,  as  far  as  track  labor  is  concerned, 
either  by  c<M)peration  between  the  raiboads,  by  action  of  the 
government,  or  by  any  other  means. 

B.  Relative  to  the  condition  of  equipment: 

(7)  The  number  of  skilled  employees  in  your  engine  and  car 
repairing  forces  on  or  about  November  15,  1916;  and  the  same 
information  for  the  same  date  in  1915. 

(8)  The  number  of  skilled  employees  employed  at  the  same 
time  in  1917. 

(9)  The  number  of  skilled  employees  you  were  short,  as  of  the 
last  date,  to  carry  on  your  shop  and  repair  work,  for  which 
skilled  labor  is  employed. 

(10)  Statement  of  expenditures  incurred  in  the  state  of  Cali- 
fornia for  maintenance  of  equipment,  separately  by  accounts, 
for  the  nine  months  ending  September  30,  1917;  with  like  and 
comparative  figures  for  the  same  nine  months  in  the  years  1915 
rnd  1916. 

Note. — If  accurate  figures  have  not  been  worked  up,  close  approximation 
will  answer  the  purpose  with  reference  to  items  7  to  10,  inclusive. 

(11)  The  Commission  requests  your  suggestions  with  refer- 
ence to  the  labor  shortage,  so  far  as  skilled  labor  is  concerned. 

(12)  The  number  of  engine  failures  in  months  of  September, 
October,  and  November,  1917,  as  compared  with  the  same  months 
of  the  last  two  preceding  years. 

(13)  The  number  of  engines  shopped  for  ordinary  repairs 
during  September,  October,  and  ITovember,  1917 ;  and  the  same 
information  for  the  same  period  in  the  two  preceding  years. 

(14)  Same  data  regarding  complete  or  back-shop  overhauling. 

(15)  The  niunber  of  bad-order  freight  cars  out  of  service  dur 
ii'g  the  months  of  September,  October,  and  November,  1917,  as 
compared  with  the  same  months  of  the  two  preceding  .years. 
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C.  Relative  to  freight  and  passenger  service: 

(16)  Gross  freight  ton  mileage  for  September,  October,  and 
November,  1917,  as  compared  with  the  same  information  for  the 
same  months  of  the  two  preceding  years. 

(17)  Passenger  train  mileage  for  the  same  periods  as  in  pre- 
ceding question. 

(18)  Comparative  earnings  per  train  mile,  bv  months,  forlie 
last  two  years,  of  the  following  trains,  both  directions : 

For  Southern  Pacific: 
(a)  Overland  Limited. 
(6)  Sunset  Limited. 

(c)  Shasta  Limited. 

(d)  Lark. 

(e)  Owl. 

(/)  Fresno  Flyer. 

(g)  El  Dorado. 

(h)   Statesman. 

(i)  Stockton  Flyer. 

For  Santa  Fe : 

(a)  California  Limited. 

(&)  Santa  Fe  De  Luxe. 

(c)  Saint. 

(d)  Angel. 

(e)  Navajo. 
(/)  Missionary. 
For  Western  Pacific: 
Trains  Nos.  1,  2,  3,  and  4. 

For  Los  Angeles  and  Salt  LaJce: 
For  Los  Angeles  Limited. 

Note. — This  question  need  not  be  answered  by  other  roads. 

In  addition  to  the  information  required  under  16  to  18,  in- 
clusive, the  Commission  requests  your  answers  and  a  detailed 
statement  of  your  suggestions  on  the  following  questions : 

(19)  To  what  extent  is  it  practicable  to  discontinue  nonessen- 
tial passenger  train  service  ? 

(20)  To  what  extent  is  it  practicable  to  eliminate  special 
equipment  on  passenger  trains  where  such  equipment  can  be 
dispensed  with  without  serious  interference  with  adequate  serv- 
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^^  (dining,  buffet,  and  parlor  cars,  and  other  equipment  neces- 
stating  helper  engines  over  maxima,     grades)  ? 

(21)  To  what  extent  is  a  reduction  in  local  freight  service 
Practicable  bj  less  frequent  schedules  or  alternate  schedules  to 
^JQpetitive  points  ? 

(22)  Can  any  economies  be  effected  by  a  suspension  of  inter- 
^^d  switching?    (Give  your  suggestions  in  detail.) 

(23)  Can  any  economies  be  effected  by  a  reduction  in  branch 
'^^  service  ? 

^^^.^ — ^In  answering  questions  19  to  23,  inclusive,  please  base  your  sug- 
gestiotis  on  concrete  proposals. 

(24)  Should  the  interstate  demurrage  rules  be  adopted  for 
intrastate  business,  eliminating  free  time  on  account  of  inclem- 
ent weather  ?  And,  in  your  opinion,  to  what  extent  would  this 
rule  relieve  car  shortage  1 

(25)  Why  should  not  embargo  be  placed  on  all  commercial 
export  freight  destined  to  Pacific  ports,  unless  vessel  space  has 
been  contracted  for  and  is  known  to  be  available,  permitting  of 
a  release  of  cars  at  seaboard  terminals  ? 

(26)  Give  detailed  outline  of  your  method  of  car  distribution 
and  what  official  supervision  is  in  effect  on  your  lines  to  secure 
maximum  efficiency. 

'  (27)  Can  any  economies  be  effected  by  a  suspension  or  a 
reduction  of  reconsignment  privileges  ?  And  what  should  be  the 
maximum  number  of  reconsignments  allowed  ? 

(28)  Should  shippers  and  receivers  of  freight  be  required  to 
accept  carloads  on  the  team  tracks  of  any  carrier  at  destination  ? 
(Under  present  rules,  team  tracks  of  one  railroad  cannot  be  used 
for  loading  and  unloading  cars  moving  by  a  competing  line.  This 
rule  might  be  abrogated,  and,  where  congestion  exists  on  the 
team  tracks  of  one  carrier,  arrangement  could  be  made  for  the 
handling  of  excess  cars  on  the  team  tracks  of  competing  lines.) 

(29)  What  is  the  labor  situation  as  regards  freight  handling 
at  terminals  and  at  transfer  points  ? 

(30)  Have  you  lengthened  the  age  limit  of  employees,  now 
almost  universally  twenty-five  years  for  inexperienced  and 
forty-five  years  for  experienced  men  ? 
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D.  Capital  and  other  expenditures: 

(31)  Furnish  statement  of  expenditures  for  additions  an^ 
betterments  and  new  capital  expenditures  in  this  state  for  the 
last  two  years,  with  a  short  description  of  purpose  of  expend- 
itures; also,  an  estimate  of  such  expenditures  for  1918. 

For  Southern  Pacific  and  Santa  Fe : 

Give  such  expenditures  only  as  exceed  $2,500  for  any  one  itenu 

For  Western  Pacific  and  Los  Angeles  and  Salt  Lake: 

Give  such  expenditures  only  as  exceed  $1,000  for  any  one  item. 

For  ail  other  roads: 

Give  such  expenditures  only  as  exceed  $1,000  for  any  one  item. 

(32)  Furnish  statement  of  cost  of  soliciting  business,  both 
passenger  and  freight,  segregated  into  items  according  to  ac- 
counts, by  months,  for  the  last  three  years. 

A  similar  series  of  questions  was  addressed  to  the  electric  in* 
terurban  railroads,  which  carriers  were  in  addition  asked  to  give 
an  answer  to  the  following  question : 

Are  you  equipped  to  handle  additional  local  freight  business 
between  points  reached  by  your  line  ?    If  so,  to  what  extent  ? 

The  water  carriers  were  also  addressed  and  asked  to  furnish 
information  applicable  to  water  transportation  service. 

Answers  to  these  questions  were  received  from  the  majority  o£ 
the  carriers  addressed.  These  answers  have  now  been  tabulated 
for  the  principal  steam  and  electric  roads  and  will  hereafter  ap- 
pear in  table  I.  The  replies  from  the  smaller  carriers  not  listed 
in  table  I.  have  .also  been  considered  by  us,  and  in  reaching  our 
conclusions  we  have  given  them  such  weight  as  seems  desirable. 

Hearings  were  held  in  San  Francisco  on  December  14,  15,  18^ 
19,  and  20.  There  were  represented  thirty-three  steam  railroads, 
five  electric  railroads,  five  water  carriers  and,  in  addition,  seven 
chambers  of  commerce  and  other  commercial  organizations.  Sev- 
eral of  the  Federal  and  state  branches  of  the  government  who  had 
been  invited  to  appear  were  also  represented. 

In  addition  to  the  items  considered  in  the  letters  of  inquiry 
sent  to  the  various  carriers,  other  features  of  the  transportation 
problem  were  gone  into,  as  follows : 

(a)  The  present  status  of  control  of  the  carriers. 

(6)  Problems  of  priority. 
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(c)  The  labor  sitnation. 

(d)  Possibility  of  closer  relationship  between  steam  and  elec- 
tric roads,  both  urban  and  interurban. 

(e)  Possibility  of  closer  co-operation  between  steam  lines  and 
inland  waterways. 

(/)  Use  of  motor  truck  to  relieve  freight  congestion. 
(g)  Interrelationship   between   our   local   problem   and   the 
national  transportation  problem. 

Conditions  in  Calif omia. 

In  a  discussion  of  the  testimony  and  the  evidence  in  this  ease 
it  will  be  desirable  to  follow  the  division  indicated  in  the  letters 

of  inquiry  sent  to  the  carriers. 

•  ■ 

A.  Belaiive  to  the  Condition  of  Roadbed  and  Track. 

Taking  the  important  California  interstate  lines  as  a  whole 
(Southern  Pacific,  Santa  Fe,  Western  Pacific,  and  Salt  Lake), 
it  may  be  stated  that  the  record  establishes  the  fact  that  all  the ' 
roads  mentioned,  including  the  Northwestern  Pacific,  are  suffer- 
ing from  an  acute  shortage  of  unskilled  labor,  especially  track 
labor;  and  that  as  a  consequence  the  permanent  ways  of  these 
roads  are  not  up  to  the  usual  standards  of  maintenance,  and  are 
rapidly  getting  worse.  This  general  statement  is  clearly  borne 
out  by  the  answers  to  questions  1  to  5,  inclusive,  as  they  appear 
in  table  I.,  and  by  the  statements  of  the  witnesses  of  the  various 
lines.  From  the  exhibits  introduced,  the  following  figures  bear- 
ing on  the  shortage  of  track  labor  are  taken :  . 


Railroad. 


Southern  Pacific   . . . 

Santa  ¥e 

Western  Pacific  . . . . 

Salt  Lake 

Northwestern  Pacific 


Number  of 

Unskilled 

Number  of 

Track  Men 

Men  Short  on 

Employed  on 

Nov.  15,  1917. 

Nov.  16,  1917. 

6,401 

2,700 

1,469 

729 

•   889 

341 

300 

385 

286 

175 

In  other  words,  the  Southern  Pacific  was  one  third  short  of  its 
necessary  track  force ;  the  Santa  Fe  also  was  one  third  short ;  the 
Western  Pacific  was  two  fifths  short  and  the  Salt  Lake  and  the 
Northwestern  Pacific  had  considerably  less  than  one  half  their 
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necessary  forces.  The  same  facts  are  equally  well  established  by 
a  comparison  of  the  amounts  expended  in  this  year  for  the  main- 
tenance of  way  with  those  expended  in  past  years.  In  making 
such  a  comparison  the  fact  must  not  be  lost  sight  of  that  the  cost 
of  labor  and  materials  has  very  largely  increased.  In  order  mere- 
ly to  hold  their  own,  the  companies  would  have  to  spend  much 
greater  sums  this  year  than  in  previous  years,  to  say  nothing  of 
additional  maintenance  made  necessary  by  the  very  largely  in- 
creased volume  of  traffic  that  is  being  handled,  and  by  the  gen- 
erally acknowledged  deterioration  of  labor  efficiency.  The  fig- 
ures, however,  show  that  the  amounts  spent  for  track  mainte- 
nance are  considerably  less  than  in  former  years.     (See  table  I.) 

For  the  Southern  Pacific  this  situation  was  even  more  start- 
lingly  brought  out  from  a  statement  read  into  the  record  and 
the  discussion  that  followed  (Tr.  pp.  68  to  72).  In  that  state- 
ment. Maintenance  of  Way  Engineer  Titcomb  of  the  Southern 
Pacific  Company,  said:  "In  other  words,  we  are  short  4,000 
men,  and  for  a  rough  figure  we  could  say  that  their  wages,  in- 
cluding the  material  that  they  would  utilize,  would  easily  average 
$4  per  day  per  man.  This  would  mean  $16,000  per  day,  which 
should  now  go  into  the  track,  or  in  the  neighborhood  of  $400,000 
per  month,  or,  for  a  period  of  twelve  months,  near  $5,000,000." 

This  is  an  extremely  serious  condition,  and  has  its  direct 
eflFect  on  railway  operation  and  efficiency  in  all  its  branches. 
The  effect  on  safety  is  immediately  apparent.  The  effect  of  the 
necessarily  resulting  reduction  in  speed  of  trains  is  apparent  on 
freight  traffic  efficiency.  As  this  condition  is  permitted  to  con- 
tinue, the  bad  effects  increase  in  geometrical  progression.  The 
f/l-actically  unanimous  testimony  on  this  subject  left  us  doubtful 
that  present  railway  control  can  cope  with  the  situation. 

Various  remedies  to  relieve  this  situation  were  suggested  by 
witnesses.  Among  the  proposals  made  were  the  bringiiig  in  of 
Oriental  labor  from  China  and  Japan;  the  equalization  and 
stabilization  of  wages ;  the  forced  employment  of  idle  men ;  and 
the  urging  of  women  labor  into  unskilled  railway  work.  Several 
carriers  were  of  the  opinion  that  it  woijjd  be  necessary  to  draft 
railway  labor  into  the  military  service. 

There  was  complete  unanimity  as  to  the  efficacy  of  one  pro- 
posed remedy,  and  one  that  appears  to  us  a  real  solution  of  the 
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unskilled  labor  problem,  as  far  as  this  state,  and  probably  other 
states  along  the  Mexican  border  similarly  situated,  are  concerned. 
It  is  suggested  to  permit  the  unhindered  influx  of  Mexicans  into 
the  United  States,  and,  in  order  to  accomplish  this  end,  to  ask 
the  Federal  government  to  remove  the  entrance  tax  now  imposed 
on  Mexican  labor  coming  into  the  United  States;  and  also  to 
suspend  the  literacy  test,  for  this  purpose. 

We  propose  later  in  this  opinion  to  summarize  the  remedies 
that  to  us  seem  feasible  and  worthy  of  consideration  in  order  to 
better  transportation  conditions,  and  will  only  state  here  that  this 
suggestion  with  regard  to  Mexican  labor  deserves  careful  thought 

Another  suggestion,  to  conserve  the  supply  of  unskilled  labor, 
looked  towards  the  stoppage  of  all  public  and  public  utility  im- 
provements that  might  interfere  with  the  railroad  labor  supply, 
and  that  are  not  absolutely  essential  at  this  time. 

The  president  of  the  Northwestern  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
testified  as  to  an  interesting  experiment  that  his  company  had 
made  with  the  contracting  of  ordinary  maintenance  work  to  a 
responsible  railroad  contractor.  He  pointed  out  that  the  difii- 
culty  with  this  method  lay  principally  in  the  drawing  up  of 
proper  standard  specifications  and  the  determination  of  proper 
cost  units.  Maintenance  work  done  by  a  contractor  might,  how- 
ever, have  the  advantage  of  a  permanent  and  skilled  contractor's 
organization, — an  advantage  which  would  become  apparent  in 
greater  efficiency  of  work  done  and  would  possibly  offset  higher 
unit  costs.  This  suggestion,  we  believe,  is  one  deserving  of  fur- 
ther study ;  and  we  believe  that  such  a  study  can  be  advantageous- 
ly made  by  this  Commission. 

B.  Relative  to  the  Condition  of  Equipment, 

In  regard  to  the  maintenance  of  equipment,  the  problem  of 
skilled  labor  as  contrasted  with  unskilled  labor  for  track  mainte- 
nance is  important.  Here  the  shortage  in  men  is  not  so  spectacu- 
lar as  in  the  case  of  the  track  forces.  But  it  is  of  equal,  and  per- 
haps greater,  significance ;  since  heavier  duty  is  now  imposed  on 
equipment,  especially  motive  power,  than  ever  before.  Such 
equipment  should  therefore  be  in  better  condition  than  ever 
before. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  labor  question  with  skilled  men  is 
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largely  one  of  wages.  No  suggestions  of  any  particular  value 
were  made  regarding  the  possibility  of  relieving  the  shortage  of 
skilled  labor,  except  the  general  one  that  those  men  be  exempt 
from  the  draft,  and  the  suggestion  of  the  general  manager  of  the 
Salt  Lake  that  the  technical  and  manual  training  schools  include 
shopwork,  to  be  done  in  railroad  shops,  in  their  student  courses. 
The  last  proposed  remedy  seems  to  us  to  be  worthy  of  a  trial, 
and  we  shall  incorporate  it  in  our  recommendations. 

Some  slight  assistance  in  alleviating  the  shortage  of  both 
skilled  and  unskilled  labor  can  be  had  by  extending  the  age  limit 
of  employment  now  in  force  on  a  number  of  carriers.  By  setting 
aside  this  age  limit  a  considerable  number  of  good  men  could  be 
called  into  service.  It  appears,  however,  that  in  several  cases 
the  railroads  have  already  done  this. 

G,  Relative  to  Freight  and  Passenger  Service. 

It  is  in  connection  with  the  feature  of  the  inquiry  relating  to 
freight  and  passenger  service  that  the  difficulties  inherent  in  the 
competitive  system  of  railway  operation  become  most  apparent. 
The  figures  of  gross  freight  ton  mileage  for  the  selected  periods 
in  the  years  1915,  1916,  and  1917  (see  item  16,  table  I.)  show 
the  increased  demands  placed  upon  a  deteriorating  transporta- 
tion machine.  Taking  the  four  important  interstate  roads  and 
the  Northwestern  Papific,  the  following  figures  were  introduced 
in  evidence  : 

Gross  Freight  Ton  Mileage — September,  October,  and  November. 


Railroad.  1915.  1916.         I         1917. 


Southern  Pacific I   6,018,323,631 

Santa  Fe   876,618,872 

226,107,654 

385,415,009 

47,290.281 


Western  Pacific 

Salt  Lake 

Northwestern  Pacific 


6,144,431,5171  6,866,177,399 

l,038,672,636j  1,204,366,549 

326,591,601;  •259,578,815 

440,176,249  466,052,445 

72,687,649  76,387,334 


*  September  and  October  only. 

If  similar  figures  for  all  the  years  were  taken,  this  point  would 
be  brought  out  even  more  clearly. 

While  freight  traffic  shows  a  steady  increase,  passenger  traflSc 
for  the  same  roads  for  the  two  years  1916  and  1917  has  substan- 
tially remained  on  a  level.  We  were  of  the  opinion  that  a  cur- 
tailment of  all  nonessential  passenger  train  service  would  be  an 
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important  item  in  the  elimination  of  economic  waste,  and  a  step 
in  the  real  unifying  of  the  state's  transportation. 

Question  18  in  the  questionnaire  given  above  was  framed  with 
that  purpose  in  mind.  The  testimony  of  the  general  passenger 
agent  of  the  Southern  Pacific  was  emphatic  that  not  only  was  cur- 
tailment of  passenger  train  service  out  of  the  question,  as  far  as 
the  Southern  Pacific  lines  were  ooncemed,  but  that  trains  should 
be  added  rather  than  taken  off.  This  witness  was  equally  em- 
phatic that  competition  in  passenger  train  service  by  the  differ- 
ent carriers  should  not  be  eliminated. 

After  consideration  of  the  evidence  and  the  exhibits  intro- 
duced,  we  were  unable  to  agree  with  such  a  contention.  It  is 
our  opinion  that,  in  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  Kail- 
roads'  War  Board,  studies  should  have  been  made  by  the  inter- 
state carriers  of  this  state  with  the  view  to  determining  what  is 
essential  and  what  is  nonessential  in  passenger  train  service. 

Table  II.,  attached  to  this  opinion  and  showing  earnings  of 
certain  California  passenger  trains,  will  be  one  indication  of 
what  direction  such  studies  should  take. 

When  it  comes  to  proposals  as  to  what  can  be  done  to  enable 
the  overtaxed  transportation  machine  to  handle  its  abnonnal 
load,  the  suggestions  readily  fall  into  two  classes : 

First,  measures  looking  to  increased  efficiency  of  transportation 
tools,  such  as  maximum. use  of  cars  through  maximum  loading; 
maximum  use  of  motive  power  through  maximum  trainloads; 
mrtximum  output  of  car-days  through  tightening  of  demurrage 
nilos  and  abolishing  of  certain  demurrage,  switching,  industrial 
track,  reconsignment^  and  other  privileges  which  the  shipper  now 
enjoys ;  and  increases  of  the  rat»s  to  penalize  practices  objection- 
able to  the  railroads.  Passenger  and  freight  service  are  closely 
related  in  this  connection.  Measures  like  those  mentioned  are 
intended  to  increase  the  efficiency  of  tools  of  transportation  in- 
dependent of  the  general  system.  In  other  words,  maximum  car 
loading,  utmost  use  of  motive  power,  maximum  efficiency  of  man 
power,  is  to  be  desired  under  any  system  of  conducting  trans- 
portation, and  need  not  be  influenced  by  competitive  or  noncom- 
petitive fundamental  conditions. 

Second.  The  other  class  of  remedies  lies  in  the  direction  of 
complete  unification  and  such  doing  away  with  merely  competi- 
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tive  activities  by  the  individual  carriers  as  is  recognized  in  the 
resolution  of  the  Railroads'  War  Board  heretofore  quoted  to 
interfere  with  transportation  efficiency.  The  necessary  remedies 
go  directly  to  the  inefficien<yf  of  our  general  transportation 
system,  and  are  reflected  in  our  questions  18  to  23,  inclusive. 

Where  the  efficiencies  and  savings  resulting  from  measures  in 
the  first  class  can  be  madB  considerable,  the  improvements  that 
could  be  brought  out  by  freely  using  measures  in  the  second  class 
would  be  enormous.  But  our  investigation  seems  to  preve  con- 
clusively that  under  a  competitive  system,  where  each  road  is 
forced  to  consider  its  ovzn  earnings  first  and  last,  radical  savings 
and  efficiencies  cannot  be  had.  It  is  not  a  question  of  willingness 
or  unwillingness  on  the  part  of  the  carriers  or  of  the  regalating 
authorities,  but  it  is  rather  the  inevitable  consequence  of  condi- 
tions as  they  are.  The  testimony  in  this  investigation  abundant* 
ly  bears  out  these  conclusions. 

As  a  case  in  point,  General  Manager  Nutt,  of  the  Salt  Lake, 
testified  (Tr.  pp.  103  to  105)  what  could  be  done  by  co-operation 
of  competing  lines  in  the  matter  of  lengthening  the  passenger 
schedules  of  through  trains  between  Chicago  and  Los  Angeles. 
He  said  that  if  the  time  were  lengthened  frem  twelve  to  fifteen 
hours  he  could  take  off  one  or  two  of  his  main-line  trains.  Mr, 
Nutt  said,  however,  '*We  could  not  do  it  unless  the  others  did.'* 
Such  an  arrangement,  he  said,  would  release  "about  eighteen  en- 
gines.*' 

Later  on,  when  this  matter  was  taken  up  with  the  witnesses  of 
the  competing  roads  (Southern  Pacific  and  Santa  Fe),  it 
developed  that  no  joint  study  of  this  and  similar  problems  had 
been  undertaken  by  the  interested  companies.  The  two  stronger 
competing  lines  objected,  for  competitive  reasons,  to  any  change 
in  transcontinental  passenger  schedules. 

A  similar  condition  became  apparent  in  the  question  of  export 
freight  embargo  to  Pacific  coast  ports,  when  this  was  under  dis- 
cussion (Tr.  pp.  363  to  366).  In  answer  to  a  question  as  to 
whether  an  absolute  embargo  at  Pacific  ports  would  not  result  in 
relieving  the  present  congestion,  the  general  freight  traffic  man- 
ager for  the  Southern  Pacific  said,  ^^''e  would  be  glad  to  see 
that  done.'*  Being  further  questioned,  he  said  that  his  road 
would  follow  any  order  dealing  with  this  question  "if  somebody 
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will  issue  it."  And,  explaining  why  his  company  was  unable  to 
handle  matters  as  they  should  like  to  handle  them,  gave  as  his 
reason,  *^e  were  not  strong  enough." 

The  following  colloquy  then  took  place : 

Commissioner  Edgerton :  You  say  you  are  not  strong  enough. 
What  do  you  mean  by  that  ? 

Mr.  Luce:  I  mean  the  different  carriers  would  be  appealed 
to  that  way,  that  the  ship  was  already  here  for  that  freight,  and 
that  if  one  carrier  would  not  take  it,  the  other  would;  and  so 
they  naturally  caught  us  in  that  sort  of  position. 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Well,  now,  that  illustrates  exactly 
what  I  was  getting  at.  Now,  you  have  earnestly  assured  us  that 
co-ordination  had  gone  to  the  extent  that  it  was  necessary.  Now, 
Mr.  Luce  pictures  a  situation  whereby,  if  all  the  carriers  would 
do  this  thing  and  stand  together,  it  could  be  done,  but  that  the 
Southern  Pacific,  for  instance,  could  not  do  it  alone,  as  he  says. 

The  attorney  for  the  Western  Pacific,  Mr.  Matthew,  upon 
invitation  took  part  in  this  discussion  and  said  (Tr.  p.  367) : 

"I  don't  think  there  is  anything  to  add.  I  am  reluctant  to 
express  any  opinion  that  seems  to  be  even  superficially  at  vari- 
ance with  Mr.  Durbrow's  reply  to  your  Honors.  I  think  I 
would  have  put  the  thing  the  other  way  around  and  said,  'As 
far  as  the  present  conditions  are  concerned,  there  has  not  been 
any  great  amount  of  co-ordination  of  the  service  for  co-opera- 
tion between  the  carriers,  so  far  as  facilities  are  concerned;  at 
least,  if  there  is  any,  it  has  not  come  to  my  knowledge.  I  take 
it  we  have  all  loyally  undertaken  to  obey  all  instructions  from 
the  Railroads'  ^Var  Board.  I  do  not  think  there  is  anything 
more  to  be  added  than  that.'  '* 

These  quotations  are  made  to  illustrate  the  point.  The  evi- 
dence in  this  direction  is  not  limited  to  these  excerpts,  but  runs 
through  the  entire  testimony. 

The  testimony  shows  that  a  joint  survey  by  the  carriers  with 
a  view  to  determining  what  is  practicable  in  the  way  of  a  more 
efficient  rearrangement  of  a  unified  passenger  service  within  the 
state  had  not  been  ma^e ;  and  that  there  was  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  individual  companies  of  getting  together  and  making 
such  a  study. 
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The  same  testimony  developed  in  the  matter  of  a  possible 
reduction  in  local  freight  service  by  less  frequent  schedules  or 
alternate  schedules  to  competitive  points.  The  carriers  do  not 
intend  to  make  any  changes  that  might  benefit  the  whole  if  these 
changes  interfere  with  individual  advantages.  This  is  also  true 
in  the  matter  included  in  our  question  23,  as  to  what  economies 
can  be  effected  in  a  reduction  of  branch  line  service. 

And  as  to  what  can  be  done  by  real  unification  of  the  physical 
properties  of  the  various  companies  operating  in  California, — 
this  question  the  carriers  have  not  even  asked  themselves.  There 
was  unanimity  on  the  part  of  the  witnesses  that  unification  to 
such  an  extent  is,  in  spite  of  the  Railroads'  War  Board,  out  of 
the  question  at  this  time.  Several  witnesses  testified  that  not 
only  is  it  out  of  the  question,  but  that  it  is  not  desirable. 

We  believe  that  the  situation  can  be  summarized  by  saying 
that  major  efficiencies  and  consequent  savings  are  out  of  tbe 
question  under  the  competitive  system,  and  that  the  minor 
efficiencies  that  can  be  had  will  not  affect  conditions  sufficiently 
to  enable  the  railroads  of  the  United  States  to  cope  with  the  war 
emergency. 

Z>.  Relative  to  Capital  and  Other  Expenditures. 

The  branch  of  investigation  dealing  with  capital  and  other 
expenditures  confirms  the  general  impression  that  large  expen- 
ditures of  new  money  are  required  for  essential  additions  to  the 
present  facilities.  In  answer  to  our  question  31,  figures  for 
additions  and  betterments  in  1916  and  1917  and  estimates  for 
new  work  in  1918  were  submitted.  Again,  taking  the  totals 
for  the  principal  roads,  we  have  these  figures : 

Capital  Expenditures  for  Additions  and  Betterments. 


Railroad. 


Southern  Pacific  . . . , 

Santa  Fe 

Western  Pacific 

Salt  Lake  

Northwestern  Pacific 


$7,601,164 

2,525.0.35 

♦4,435.304 

70,372 

319,268 


$7,51)0.637 
2,618,351 

'i,616,66i 
427,305 


Estimate  for 
lfll8. 


$31,833,000 
8,249,595 

*i,445,666 
763.000 


•  From  January  1,  1016,  to  October  21,  1907;  no  estimate  for  1918  sub- 
mitted. 

Included  in  the  amounts  shown  are  expenditures  for  a  certain 
amount  of  new  construction  on  all  four  of  the  interstate  roads. 
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111  the  case  of  the  Western  Pacific  and  the  Salt  Lake  railroads 
such  construction  includes  at  least  two  items  for  new  lines  to 
be  built,  for  merely  competitive  reasons^  into  territory  which 
is  already  served  by  existing  railroads.  We  have  in  mind  the 
Western  Pacific  extension  now  being  built  from  Niles  to  San 
Jose,  and  the  Salt  Lake  branch  line  now  being  built  from  Whit- 
tier  to  Santa  Ana.  The  former  extension  is  23  miles  long  and 
is  estimated  to  cost  $1,300,000,  and  the  latter  is  20  miles  long 
and  is  estimated  to  cost  $1,400,000. 

Under  unified  operation  of  the  railroads  by  government,  the 
full  joint  use  of  the  railroad  property  is  made  possible,  and  the 
entry  of  a  carrier  into  territory  not  theretofore  tapped  by  its 
lines  (which  under  competitive  conditions  would  be  considered 
desirable  even  though  it  involved  duplication  of  facilities)  can 
now  be  fully  accomplished  by  the  use  of  existing  lines  over  which 
the  newcomer  can  do  all  of  the  railroad  business  possible  to  be 
done  by  the  expenditure  of  large  sums  of  money  in  the  construc- 
tion of  additional  lines.  We  therefore  believe  that,  unless  these 
competitive  projects  are  so  far  advanced  that  stoppage  would 
entail  heavy  losses  to  the  constructing  carriers,  that  further  con- 
struction of  these  competing  lines  is  unwarranted. 

The  difficulties  of  the  railroads  in  competing  for  new  money 
with  other  investments  and  vritii  the  government  is  public  knowl- 
edge so  common  that  this  matter  was  not  gone  into  exhaustively 
during  the  investigation.  The  carriers'  universal  remedy  for 
this  situation  is,  of  course,  the  raising  of  rates. 

The  fact  is  established,  however,  that  it  is  not  principally 
lajek  of  funds  that  interferes  with  necessary  improvements  of 
track,  equipment,  and  terminals.  As  far  as  equipment  goes, 
witnesses  for  all  the  roads  testified  that  locomotive  and  car 
manufacturers  are  not  now  able  to  fill  the  orders  of  the  carriers. 
Of  remedies  there  seem  to  be  only  two :  First,  that  the  carriers 
themselves  enter  the  manufacturing  field;  and,  second,  that  the 
government  establish  priority  for  railway  necessities.  The 
first  remedy  is  not  a  real  one,  for  the  reason  that  the  railroads 
cannot  in  fact  manufacture  cars  and  locomotives;  they  can 
merely  assemble  the  parts.  The  demand  for  parts  is  almost  as 
difficult  to  fill  as  that  for  the  finished  product  ^ 
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E.  Oeneral. 

It  is  in  their  attitude  towards  the  general  aspect  of  the  present 
transportation  situation  that  the  testimony  of  the  witnesses  before 
the  Commission  is  most  important  and  illuminating.  This  is 
particularly  true  of  such  witnesses  as  may  be  said  officially  to 
represent  the  carriers  and  to  speak  with  authority :  Mr.  WiUiam 
Sproule,  president  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Company;  Mr.  H. 
C.  X utt,  general  manager  of  the  Los  Angeles  &  Salt  Lake  Rail- 
road ;  Mr.  L  L.  Hibbard,  assistant  general  manager  of  the  Santa 
Fe  Coast  Lines,  and  Mr.  Paul  Shoup,  president  of  the  Pacific 
Electric  Railway. 

Mr.  Sproule  was  the  chairman  of  the  western  division  of  the 
Railroads'  War  Board ;  and  the  Commission  attempted  to  secure 
his  views  as  to  the  actual  meaning  and  scope,  as  well  as  the 
actual  effects,  of  the  War  Board  resolution  passed  by  the  presi- 
dents of  the  railroads  of  the  United  States,  which  has  already 
been  referred  to. 

Mr.  Sproule's  interpretation  of  the  resolution  is  that  the 
policy  of  the  War  Board  "is  a  developing  policy  which  will  be 
announced  by  the  Railroads'  War  Board  from  time  to  time  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  time  call  for."  It  is  definitely  his  view 
that  the  co-ordination  of  the  railways'  operation  in  a  continental 
railway  system  and  the  merging  during  the  war  period  of  all 
their  merely  individual  and  competitive  activities,  which  the 
railroad  presidents  pledged  themselves  to  bring  about,  should 
7iot  be  undertaken  until  the  occasion  actually  arises  to  unify  the 
roads.  In  Mr.  Sproule's  opinion,  on  December  20,  1917,  the 
time  for  unification  had  not  yet  come.  This  is  borne  out  by 
the  following  quotations  (Tr.  p.  560)  : 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Therefore,  Mr.  Sproule,  we  can 
conclude  safely,  caii  we  not,  that  co-ordination,  unification,  merg- 
ing, has  gone  as  far  as  necessary  in  the  judgment  of  the  War 
Board  ? 

Mr.  Sproule:  The  War  Board  holds  the  authority  to  accom- 
plish those  purposes.  It  is  like  all  other  authority  that  is  well 
used ;  we  may  have  the  authority,  but  we  do  not  exercise  it  until 
the  need  for  the  exercise  arises. 
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And  continmng^ 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Yes.  And  the  absence  of  orders 
or  suggestions  promoting  a  greater  degree  of  merging  or  unifica- 
tion would  lead  us  to  conclude  that  the  War  Board  does  not  at 
the  moment  think  further  steps  are  necessary. 

Mr.  Sproule :  I  would  say  that  the  War  Board,  in  the  exercise 
of  a  normal  business  prudence,  aims  to  interfere -as  little  with 
the  ordinary  processes  of  transportation  as  they  can,  because 
the  ordinary  processes  of  transportation  are  responsive  to  the 
ordinary  wants  of  business,  and  the  less  interference  there  is 
with  the  railroads  in  the  conduct  of  their  general  business,  the 
less  interference  will  there  be  with  the  conmiercial,  industrial, 
and  social  wants  of  the  country,  to  which  alone  the  railroads 
are  responsive. 

Comimissioner  Edgerton:  Yes.  Now,  Mr.  Sproule,  consider- 
ing the  railroads  operating  in  California,  in  and  oat  of  Cali- 
fornia, in  your  judgment  has  there  been  up  to  the  present  time 
a  merging  during  such  period,  meaning  the  war  period,  of  their 
merely  individual  and  competitive  activities? 

Mr.  Sproule:  There  has  not  been  such  a  merging  because 
there  has  been  no  occasion  for  it. 

This  last  statement  may  fairly  be  said  to  be  the  dominating 
note  in  the  railway  managers'  attitude.  This  attitude  leads  to  a 
peculiar  position.  A  reading  of  the  transcript  will  clearly  create 
the  impression  that  the  railroads  of  the  West  consider  the  west- 
ern states  as  a  country  only  remotely  connected  with  the  rest  of 
the  United  States,  particularly  with  the  middle  western  states 
and  the  Atlantic  seaboard.  As  far  as  the  war  is  concerned,  it 
seems  as  if  we  in  the  West,  from  a  transportation  standpoint, 
are  only  mildly  interested  in  it,  and  that  the  East  has  no  busi- 
ness to  interefere  witii  our  normal  activities.  That  conception 
was  again  and  again  defended  by  the  witnesses  of  the  various 
roads  as  the  proper  one. 

Conditions  in  California  are  normal, — ^there  is  no  emergency 
here.  That  is  the  opinion  of  the  representatives  of  the  California 
interstate  roads. 

Leaving  aside  the  question  whether  transportation  conditions 
here  are  normal  or  abnormal  (and  it  is  abundantly  elear  that 
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they  are  far  from  normal),  the  view  that  the  country,  and  the 
transportation  system  of  the  country,  must  be  considered  as  a 
whole  for  the  purposes  of  the  war,  and  that  the  conditions  in 
the  East  and  the  West  must  be  equalized  as  far  as  possible ;  that 
there  is  no  sound  reason  why  in  justice  the  East  should  forgo 
not  only  nonessential,  but  essential,  transportation  needs,  while 
the  West  goes  on  as  if  nothing  had  happened, — ^this  view,  at  the 
time  of  the  hearings,  found  no  favor  whatever  in  railroad  circles. 
Mr.  Sproule's  testimony  makes  this  very  evident  Not  only 
is  it  his  view  that  unification  should  be  resorted  to  only  as  a  last 
means,  but  that  such  unification  would  be  an  evil  rather  than  a 
blessing.     (See  Tr.  p.  565.) 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Yes.  But  the  point  is,  can  they 
do  it  better;  can  they  meet  the  emergency  better  in  a  unified 
condition,  Mr.  Sproule? 

Mr.  Sproule:  Again  we  are  c(Hif routed  with  the  word  "uni- 
fied." 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Well,  let  us  call  it  merging,  or 
whatever  you  want 

Mr.  Sproule:  Physically  unified,  and  with  competitive  rela- 
tions eliminated,  they  would  do  it  probably  better  imder  the 
stimulus  of  government  demand  At  the  time  to  meet  that  emer- 
gency ;  but  under  normal  conditions,  when  the  stimulus  of  com- 
petition is  removed  and  they  would  be  released  from  the  economic 
pressure  that  competition  creates,  I  would  say  that  unification 
would  not  serve  the  public  purposes  as  well  as  a  competently 
regulated  and  competently  compensated  competition  would  do. 

Assistant  General  Manager  Hibbard  of  the  Santa  Fe,  in  deal- 
ing with  this  feature  of  the  investigation,  testified  from  the 
point  of  view  of  a  practical  railroad  man.  He  said  that  unifica- 
tion of  freight  and  passenger  service  has  not  yet  been  considered ; 
and  that,  while  he  is  satisfied  that  economies  could  be  effected^ 
he  does  not  understand  "the  suggestions  or  orders  or  declarations 
of  the  War  Board  to  mean  that  he  should  get  together  with  his 
neighboring  railroads  and  consider  the  matter. '^  And,  ^^ell, 
to  be  honest  about  it,  no;  not  to  the  extent  of  turning  over  to 
him  some  revenue  if  we  could  handle  it  ourselves.''  (Tr.  pp. 
452  to  455.) 
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Mr.  E.  W«  Camp,  attomej  for  .the  Santa  Fe,  interpreted  the 
Bailroads'  War  Board  resoluticm  to  mean  that  the  railroads 
should  get  together  and  co-operate,     (Tr.  p.  478.) 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  It  did  not  saj  anything  about  co- 
operation. 

Mr.  Camp:    Well,  collaboration. 

Commissioner  Edgerton :  Didn't  say  that  The  word  is  very 
much  stronger  than  that  They  said,  ^^One  consolidated  Ameri- 
can railroad  system." 

Mr.  Camp :  Oh,  I  know  the  newspapers  offered  that — 

Commissioner  Edgerton:    No,  no. 

Mr.  Bradley:  My  dear  sir,  I  will  show  it  to  you — ^no  news- 
paper business  about  that  at  all. 

Mr.  Camp:  That  was — ^tbat,  in  the  nature  of  things,  was 
more  or  less  exaggerated,  an  exaggerated  statement  It  could 
not  poesiUy  be  done  by  any  war  board. 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  This  was  not  a  war  board,  Mr. 
Camp. 

Mr.  Camp:  I  mean  to  say  by  Fairfax  Harrison  and  his 
board.    It  could  not  be  done. 

Mr.  Bradley:  That  was  done  by  the  presidents  of  the  dif^ 
ferent  railroad  systems  of  the  United  States. 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Let  me  read  it  to  you,  Mr.  Camp» 
(Kesolution  was  read.) 

Xow,  I  ask  yon  i^in,  Mr*  Camp,  whether  you  interpret  that 
language  to  mean  that  co-ordination  was  intended  only  to  the 
extent  that  it  has  now  been  accomplished. 

Mr.  Capoap:  I  suppose  it  was  intended  from  time  to  time  to 
reach  whatever  might  be  necessary. 

Mr.  Hibbard,  of  the  Santa  Fe,  was  equally  pronounced  as  to 
the  impossibility  and  impracticability  of  *Sinification."  (Tr. 
p.  507.) 

Commissioner  Edgerton :  Well  now,  frankly,  Mr.  Hibbard, 
Svithin  your  knowledge  has  any  railroad  or  any  two  railroads 
or  any  number  of  railroads  merged  their  merely  competitive 
activities  i 

Mr.  Hibbard:  I  don't  know— in. the  way  of  wiping  out  dif- 
ferences between  them,  I  don't  see  that  they  have,  and  I  don't 
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see,  Mr.  Edgerton^  how  you  or  anybody  eke  can  expect  that  they 
are  going  to  surrender  their  earnings  and  surrender  their  in- 
dividuality until  some  order  is  passed  by  the  Commission  or 
some  law  enacted  that  will  enable  them  to  pool  their  issues  be- 
tween those  points^  so  that  the  earnings  heretofore  enjoyed  by 
each  fellow  will  still  be  continued  to  him.  You  would  not  expect 
us,  because  of  our  112  miles  of  distance,  even  in  these  war  times, 
if  anybody  comes  to  us  with  freight,  as  tbey  do  in  Los  Angeles, 
for  San  Francispo,  do  you  think  that  war  measure  means  that 
wc  should  say,  ^^Here,  the  war  is  on;  go  over  and  offer  that  to 
the  Southern  Pacific;"  that  we  will  say,  "No,  the  Southern 
Pacific  is  the  short  line  to  Los  Angeles,  and  our  line  is  the  longer 
from  San  Francisco,  and  we  will  incur  more  ton  miles  and  it 
will  cost  more  to  handle  the  business,  and  you  go  give  it  to  the 
other  fellow." 

Commissioner  Edgerton:  Please  don't  make  me  respon- 
sible for  that  pronouncement  I  was  quoting,  if  you  please,  Mr. 
Hibbard,  from  a  pronouncement  of  the  railroads  themselves,  of 
which  the  Santa  Fe,  your  railroad,  was  a  party.  In  other  words, 
2}ractically  you,  Mr.  Hibbard,  have  said  that  during  the  war 
you  would  merge  your  merely  c(»npetitive  activities. 

And  finally,  on  being  asked  how  he  did  interpret  the  language 
t>f  the  War  Board,  Mr.  Hibbard  answered:  "I  don't  know  what 
the  fellow  had  in  mind  that  wrote  it." 

Mr.  Paul  Shoup,  president  of  the  Pacific  Electric  Railway, 
whose  road  is  an  important  factor  in  the  freight  situation  of  the 
state,  being  the  third  road  in  California  in  the  number  of  freight 
cars  handled  (Southern  Pacific  is  first  and  Santa  Fe  second), 
was  in  general  agreement  with  the  views  expressed  by  Mr. 
Sproule  on  the  transportation  problem  as  a  whole.  He  felt  that 
the  co-ordination  ought  to  begin  with  the  government  itself  in 
its  dealings  with  the  railroads,  and  that  a  "trafl&c  director  for 
the  government"  should  be  appointed. 

All  matters  of  priority  and  all  orders  for  transpcnrtation  serv- 
ices emanating  from  any  department  of  the  government,  such, 
for  instance,  as  the  War  Board,  the  Navy  Department,  the  Food 
Control  Board,  the  Fuel  ContwJ  Board,  the  Shipping  Board, 
the  Air  Craft  Board,  etc.,  should  come  through  one  channel  to 
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the  railroads,  who  would  then  know  what  to  do  and  would  not 
be  left  to  their  own  resourcee  in  determining  who  should  be 
served  first. 

Mr.  Shoup  sees  grave  dangers  in  a  too^entralized  and  inac- 
cessible administration  of  the  entire  transportation  system  of 
the  country.  He  believes  that  "you  must  place  the  responsibility 
for  the  business  of  carrying  in  general  upon  the  people  who  are 
directly  in  contact  with  it  locally"  (Tr.  pp.  696  and  697).  He 
says  (page  696)  that  "when  you  have  a  situation  of  this  kind 
and  all  of  this  service  responsive  to  the  public  needs  has  been 
created,  why,  then  that  service  is  not  to  be  disturbed  rashly 
nor  the  organizations  which  are  giving  that  service  and  directing 
that  service  to  be  ripped  apart,  especially  in  time  of  war,  with 
any  attempt  at  making  them  all  over  rashly." 

On  the  same  subject,  and  after  expressing  his  views  that  if 
the  need  arises  the  war  boards  ivill  reorganize  the  transportation 
systems,  he  says  (Tr.  p.  701)  :  "They  will  try  at  first  to  operate 
them  as  they  are,  because  any  attempt  to  rip  apart  these  rail- 
roads must  be  attended  with  more  or  less  confusion,  and  I  think 
it  would  be  wholly  disastrous  to  this  country  to  start  now,  you 
might  say  at  the  bottom,  to  reorganize  these  railway  systems 
while  we  are  at  war.  You  can  see  now  the  difficulty  that  we  are 
having  to  attempt  to  create  oi^anizations  to  take  care  of  the 
new  problems  that  come  along,  such,  for  instance,  the  shipping 
board,  and  the  wisest  judgment,  as  I  see  it,  would  be  to  make 
use  of  the  organizations  as  you  find  them  and  of  the  railroads 
and  the  facilities  as  they  are,  and  then  change  those  and  adapt 
them  to  the  situation  as  you  may  have  to  do  as  you  go  along." 

He  believes  that  an  amalgamation  of  the  system  or  a  rear- 
rangement into  any  number  of  groups  "would  be  a  very  danger- 
ous thing  to  do,  and  a  last  resort." 

Proposed  remedies. 

We  have  already  pointed  out  that  all  possible  and  proposed 
remedies  fall  into  two  classes:  (1)  Remedies  going  to  the  root 
of  things,  and  (2)  remedies  looking  to  greater  savings  and 
efficiencies  of  the  individual  parts  of  the  transportation  machine. 

Bemedies  in  the  first  class  were  not  advocated  by  any  of  the 

witnesses  for  the  railroads.     We  believe,  however,   that  they 

should  be  distinctly  and  definitely  suggested  by  this  Commission, 
p.u.R.iaisc. 


88  CAUFCmNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

When  these  hearings  were  held,  the  machinery  enabling  such 
remedies  to  be  put  into  practice  was  not  available*  The  Presi* 
dent  of  the  United  States  since  then  has  placed  the  operation 
of  the  roads  under  government  control;  and  whatever  funda- 
mental changes  are  found  necessary  and  desirable  can  now  be 
made.  Among  the  fundamental  r^nedies  belong  such  matters 
as  the  most  direct  routing  of  freight  over  the  most  efficient  line 
(and  this  resolves  itself  mainly  into  a  question  of  grades  and 
curvature) ;  the  using  of  two  independent  single  track  systems 
for  purposes  of  operation  as  a  double  track;  the  doing  away 
with  all  unnecessary  ''cross-haul'^  of  ccmimodities,  such  as  rice 
in  California,  coal  throughout  the  cotmtry,  and  other  commod* 
ities.  As  an  indication  of  the  significance  of  the  last  sug- 
gestion,  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  Sacramento  Valley  rice 
is  now  shipped  to  Louisiana  as  paddy  rice,  is  cleaned  there,  and 
then  sent  back  to  California.  It  might  have  been  cleaned  here 
in  this  state  and  saved  the  transportation  in  and  out  of  the  state. 
This  cross-haul  waste  is  most  clearly  apparent  in  the  coal  situa- 
ticm,  although  that  particular  c<Hnmodity  does  not  figure  to  any 
extent  in  this  state.  We  believe  that  the  English  system  of  deal- 
ing with  the  ooal  traffic  and  supplying  the  demands  of  a  par- 
ticular locality  from  the  nearest  available  source  is  an  excellent 
one,  and  should  be  adopted  in  this  country,  where  the  coal  traffic 
represents  approximately  30  per  cent  of  the  entire  traffic. 

Other  large  remedies  in  the  first  class  are  the  tremendous 
saving  in  man  power  and  expense  to  be  effected  by  doing  away 
with  all  merely  competitive  passenger  and  freight  service  with 
its  consequent  saving  in  man  power,  motive  power,  equipment, 
fuel,  etc 

The  even  more  important  matters,  such  as  the  improved  credit 
of  the  railroads  resulting  from  a  unification  of  the  entire  trans- 
portation system  and  the  consequent  reduction  in  the  cost  of 
capital ;  the  efficiencies  and  savings  effected  by  doing  away  with 
manifold  and  unnecessary  overhead  and  general  expenses  of  the 
companies ;  the  very  great  simplification  and  savings  that  would 
residt  from  the  adoption  of  imiform  standards  of  construction, 
maintenance,  and  operation:  the  savings  accruing  from  con- 
solidated purchasing  of  materials  and  equipment;   these  and 
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other  similar  major  remedies  need  merely  to  be  pointed  out  in 
order  to  attract  attention  to  their  significance. 

We  realize  the  limitations  of  the  force  of  any  suggestions 
made  by  this  Commission  or  any  actions  taken  by  it  along  such 
lines ;  but  we  are  of  the  opinion,  nerertheless,  that  the  Commis- 
sion should  suggest  and  recommend  to  the  principal  railroads 
operating  in  this  state  the  immediate  necessity  of  appointing  a 
joint  board  or  committee,  made  up  of  qualified  men  from  the 
technical,  operating,  and  traffic  departments,  who  should  study 
the  situation  in  the  state  as  a  whole  and  make  definite  recom- 
mendations looking  to  complete  unification  and  complete  elim- 
ination of  all  merely  competitive  activities  along  the  lines  sug- 
gested above.  We  believe  that  a  definite  program,  divided  into 
sections,  should  be  mapped  out  for  such  a  board,  and  that  its 
report,  to  be  completed  within  a  certain  time,  should  be  fur- 
nished to  the  proper  Federal  authorities  and  to  this  Commission. 
This  report  should  state  concretely  what  changes  should  be  made, 
the  effect  of  such  chimges  on  the  freight  and  passenger  service, 
and  savings  in  equipment,  man  power,  and  dollars  effected 
thereby.  The  basis  for  such  a  report  is  given  in  the  aocounting 
classifications  of  railroads  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission. 

It  seems  to  us  that  such  a  comprehensive  study  by  qualified 
men  is  the  first  step  that  must  be  taken  to  carry  into  effect  the 
program  laid  down  by  the  President  and  by  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads. 

We  should  venture  the  further  suggestion  that  such  a  board, 
dealing  with  California  or  western  conditions,  should  not  act 
independently,  but  should  merely  handle  a  portion  of  a  similar 
study  to  be  carried  on  simultaneously  throughout  the  United 
States. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  has  proposed  to  Congress 
that  the  railroads  be  guaranteed  an  annual  net  return  equal  to 
the  average  annual  net  6perating  income  of  the  three  years  end- 
ing June  80,  191Y.  As  a  corollary  to  the  guaranty  of  profits, 
goes  the  assumption  by  the  Federal  government  of  all  operating 
expenses  of  the  carriers,  irrespective  of  what  the  financial  operat- 
ing result  will  be  dnring  the  period  of  government  guaranty  and 
government  operation.     If  such  specific  terms  are  enacted  into 
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law  bj  Congress,  it  seems  to  us  that  the  obligation  on  the  carriers 
is  greater  than  ever  to  operate  eoonomicallj  and  with  as  little 
waste  as  possible. 

That  the  savings  of  railroad  operating  costs  also  results  in 
the  saving  of  man  power  is,  during  the  war,  an  additional  reason 
why  a  most  thorough  survey  should  immediately  be  made  to 
determine  what  economies  and  efficiencies  can  be  effected.  AVe 
know  that,  in  dollars,  the  savings  will  run  into  the  hundreds  of 
millions. 

Among  the  lesser  remedies  and  efficiencies  advocated  during 
this  investigation,  it  is  our  opinion  that  the  following  suggestions 
are  of  value  and  should  be  acted  upon  by  the  appropriate  au- 
thorities : 

With  reference  to  the  labor  shortage,  and  referring  now  to 
unskilled  labor,  it  is  our  opinion  that  the  illiteracy  and  head- 
tax  restrictions  in  our  immigration  laws  should  be  eliminated 
or  suspended,  so  far  as  Mexican  labor  is  concerned.  We  recom- 
mend that  the  Commission  call  this  reccmunendation  to  the  at- 
tention of  the  Director  General  of  Railroads,  the  representatives 
of  this  state  in  Congress,  and  the  Immigration  Commissioner 
in  the  Department  of  Commerce  and  Labor.  We  also  recom- 
mend that  the  co-operation  of  the  state  council  of  defense  be 
sought  in  this  matter. 

Mexico,  it  is  agreed,  affords  the  nearest  and  best  source  of 
unskilled  railroad  laborers  to  meet  the  additional  requirements 
on  our  railroads^  There  is  the  additional  advantage  that  no 
repatriation  difficulties  enter  into  the  Mexican  labor  problem, 
since  these  laborers  would  be  brought  into  the  country,  as  they 
have  been  in  the  past,  by  the  railroads,  used  on  track  work,  then 
made  available  for  farm  labor  in  California,  Arizona,  Nevada, 
Texas,  and  other  states  not  too  far  from  the  Mexican  border, 
and  after  their  seasonal  occupation  in  the  United  States  has 
ended  they  will  again,  and  without  cost  to  them,  be  returned  by 
the  railroads  to  their  home  country.  It  is  our  opinion  that  the 
unskilled  railroad  labor  problem  in  a  considerable  part  of  the 
country  will  be  solved  if  the  Mexicans  are  permitted  to  come 
in  freely,  and  if  it  is  made  clear  to  those  aliens  that  they  need 
not  fear  compulsory  drafting  into  the  United  States  armed 
forces.     This  fear,  however  groundless,  in  addition  to  the  im- 
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pediments  already  mentioned,  is  now  a  contributing  cause  to 
their  staying  away  from  this  country. 

The  proposal  made  by  several  of  the  carriers  that  the  bars 
against  Oriental  labor  be  let  down  need  not  be  further  con- 
sidered herein  in  view  of  the  availability  of  Mexican  labor  for 
railroad  purposes. 

We  further  recommend  that  this  Commission  lend  its  aid  in 
the  establishment  of  priority  in  the  necessity  of  new  public  and 
private  construction  requiring  unskilled  labor,  as  compared  with 
the  necessity  of  the  maintenance  and  construction  work  that 
must  be  done  on  the  railroads.  We  believe  it  is  a  sound  propo- 
sition that  all  public  improvements  not  essential  to  the  prosecu- 
tion of  the  war  be  stopped  at  this  time  if  the  labor  necessary 
to  do  such  public  work  is  more  needed  for  the  railroads.  In- 
cidentally, the  elimination  of  such  work  would  have  an  additional 
effect  on  the  railroad  situation  by  the  release  of  equipment  and 
cars  that  would  be  necessary  to  haul  the  material  required  for 
such  construction. 

Related  to  this  recommendation  is  another  one;  namely,  that 
steam,  electric  interurban,  and  street  railways,  as  well  as  other 
public  utilities,  should  not  be  required  at  this  time  to  live  up 
to  such  of  their  franchise  stipulations  as  necessitate  otherwise 
uncalled-for  new  construction,  such  as  street  paving  in  cities, 
replacement  of  existing  T-rail  with  more  expensive  girder  rail, 
and  similar  items.  The  latter  suggestion  will,  of  course,  have 
its  effect  also  on  maintenance  and  capital  expenditures  and  con- 
sequently  on  the  net  earnings  of  the  carriers. 

We  recommend  that  the  Commission  address  the  appropriate 
state,  county,  and  city  governmental  authorities,  inviting  their 
co-operation  with  the  program  in  the  last  two  recommendations. 
We  also  suggest  that  the  Commission  offer  its  informal  assistance 
in  cases  where,  by  reason  of  franchise  requirements,  a  city  in- 
sists upon  construction  work  that  is  not  essential,  and  that  would 
appear  to  interfere  with  the  more  important  work  on  the  rail- 
roads. 

With  regard  to  skilled  labor,  we  recommend  that  the  Commis- 
sion lend  its  assistance  to  the  suggestion  that  our  universities, 
technical  and  trade  schools  be  called  upon  to  arrange,  during 
the  present  emergency,   their  courses  of  study  by  giving  to 
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students  desiring  it,  in  addition  to  school-room  work,  practical 
experience  in  the  railroad  shops.  The  railroads  are  willing  to 
pay  a  reasonable  compensation  for  such  service.  We  agree  that 
not  only  would  this  be  valuable  experience  for  the  young  engi- 
neers and  technical  students,  but  it  would  also,  to  some  extent 
at  least,  relieve  the  very  serious  shortage  of  mechanics  and 
engineers  that  is  now  felt  by  the  railroads  in  common  with  other 
industries.  There  might  also  be  the  additional  benefit  to  both 
the  men  and  the  carriers,  as  suggested  by  some  witnesses,  that 
a  good  many  men  would  be  led  to  railroad  work  as  a  permanent 
vocation.  To  bring  about  this  recommendation  we  suggest  that 
the  Commission  get  in  touch  with  universities  and  other  technical 
schools  of  the  state,  and  also  with  the  labor  organizations,  to 
secure,  if  possible,  their  co-operation  in  this  matter. 

While  we  are  making  these  suggestions  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  labor,  we  are  impressed  with  the  justice,  and  indeed 
the  absolute  necessity,  of  the  proposition  that  in  all  recommen- 
dations and  actions  taken  by  any  governmental  body  looking  to 
the  solving  of  any  labor  problem,  the  wishes  and  needs  of  labor 
itself,  irrespective  of  whether  this  labor  is  organized  or  not, 
must  be  given  full  consideration.  We  are  convinced  that  any 
attempt  to  solve  the  labor  problem  on  the  railroads,  or  anywhere 
else,  "from  above,"  or  without  a  sympathetic  understanding  of 
the  point  of  view  of  labor,  will  not  only  not  solve  the  problem, 
but  will  merely  aggravate  it. 

Our  recommendations  as  to  remedies  with  reference  to  the 
shortage  of  equipment  (md  motive  power  are  as  follows: 

The  commandeering  by  the  Federal  government,  whenever  it 
is  necessary,  of  car  and  locomotive  works;  the  establishing  of 
priority  by  the  Federal  government  as  between  the  railroad  re- 
quirements of  the  United  States  and  the  orders  for  foreign  allied 
governments  and  for  other  industries  in  this  and  other  countries. 
We  consider  this  recommendation  general^  and  one  that  might 
be  brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Federal  authorities  as  a  sug- 
gestion of  this  Commission. 

Kemedies  looking  to  greater  efficiency  of  existing  equipment 
are  advocated  by  the  railroads  principally  along  lines  of  added 
penalties  for  the  shipper  in  order  to  enforce  the  prompt  loading 
and  unloading  of  cars;  and  the  taking  away  of  privileges  he 
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Txcrw  has  in  the  matter  of  freight  switching,  permission  to  recon- 
sign,  and  similar  privileges.  It  was  proposed  to  tighten  demur- 
Tage  rules  and  to  eliminate  free  time  on  account  of  inclement 
weather,  the  right  of  the  receiver  of  freight  to  have  his  cars 
delivered  on  his  own  team  tracks,  and  like  measures. 

The  appointment  of  a  director  general  of  railroads  has  made 
unnecessary  any  orders  of  this  Commission  along  these  lines. 
Prior  to  government  operation,  and  during  the  period  of  War 
Soard  control,  that  board  theoretically  issued  its  general  orders 
on  matters  of  this  nature  from  its  central  point  of  authority, 
Washington,  to  the  individual  railroad  companies  throughout 
the  country.  Events  proved  that  this  method  was  not  effective 
and  did  not  accomplish  its  purpose. 

We  believe  that  under  the  new  direction  of  railroad  operation, 
supervision  and  control  over  matter  indicated  in  the  last  para- 
graph can  be  better  exercised  through  logical  division  head- 
quarters, having  no  regard  to  the  ownership  of  individual  lines, 
than  under  the  present  system  where  such  ownership  still  re- 
mains the  dominant  factor  in  the  actual  and  detailed  operation 
of  the  transportation  system.    As  an  illustration :  The  Southern 
Pacific  Company's  representative  testified  that,  during  car  short- 
age, if  the  company  had  orders  for  cars  at  Watsonville  and  at 
Stockton,  Watsonville,  a  noncompetitive  point,  would  have  been 
given  preference,  on  the  assumption  that  the  Southern  Pacific 
Company  competitor  at  Stockton  would  be  able  to  take  care  of 
the  needs  up  there.     It  does  not  appear  that  the  ability  of  the 
competitor  to  do  this  was  considered ;  and  if  this  competitor  had 
taken  the  same  course,  it  is  very  clear  that  noncompetitive  points 
would  have  had  an  advantage  over  the  cities  which  have  two  or 
more  railroads. 

In  regard  to  the  siLspension  or  reduction  of  reconsignment 
privilege,  it  is  unquestionable  that  this  privilege  is  greatly 
abused.  While  there  are  many  cases  in  which  the  reconsign- 
ment privilege  is  of  large  value  to  shippers,  this  occurs  mainly 
in  connection  with  perishable  products ;  and  there  seems  to  be 
no  reason  why  this  privilege  should  not  be  entirely  suspended 
so -far  as  shipments  of  lumber  and  other  nonperishables  is  con- 
cerned. 
It  is  evident  from  the  record  that  jobbers  and  speculators, 
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especially  in  the  lumber  trade,  are  in  the  habit  of  purchasing 
in  carload  lots  without  having  a  buyer  for  the  product  or  a  place 
in  which  to  store  it.  Such  people  abuse  transportation  facilities, 
and  use  them  as  they  would  warehouses  or  bargain  counters. 
^0  undue  hardship  would  result  to  anyone  if  such  practice 
were  made  impossible  As  far  as  perishables  are  concerned,  it 
is  customary  for  cars  consigned  to  a  destination  which  is  over- 
stccked  with  a  particular  commodity  to  be  diverted  en  route  or, 
after  arrival,  to  some  other  locality.  It  does  not  seem  desirable 
under  any  condition  to  do  away  with  this  practice,  although  the 
reconsignment  privilege  can  undoubtedly  be  reduced  even  in 
such  cases.  We  recommend  that  the  carriers  make  a  study  of 
this  situation  with  a  view  to  bringing  about  a  reduction  of  all 
reconsignment  privileges  to  the  lowest  possible  minimum. 

It  is  our  intention  to  recommend  the  joint  use  of  team  tracks 
by  all  carriers  which  are  able  to  reach  such  tracks,  irrespective 
of  ownership.  With  unified  control  of  operation  this  condition 
may  come  about  automatically;  but  it  is  nevertheless  a  means 
of  relieving  congestion  in  terminals,  and  might  profitably  be 
made  the  subject  of  special  instructions  from  the  Director  Gen- 
eral of  Eailroads. 

The  investigation  developed  the  fact  that  the  steam  railroads 
of  California  thus  far  have  been  generally  able  to  take  care  of 
nil  business  offered  them.  There  are  exceptions  to  this  general 
statement,  but  as  a  rule  the  congestion  in  the  West  other  than 
that  at  terminals  incident  to  export  business  has  not  embarrassed 
the  business  of  the  community  as  it  has  elsewhere.  This  is  an* 
other  way  of  saying  that  California  transportati(Hi  facilities  can 
probably  be  spared  to  a  considerable  extent  to  relieve  the  acute 
situation  in  the  East.  During  the  course  of  the  investigation 
the  attention  of  the  Commission  was  called  to  an  order  by  the 
War  Board  requisitioning  a  number  of  freight  locomotives  from 
the  Southern  Pacific  and  Santa  Fe  lines  for  service  on  con- 
gested lines  in  the  central  East.  While  there  is  no  surplus  of 
motive  power  and  equipment  in  the  West,  it  is  a  fact  that  there 
is  less  shortage  here  than  in  the  East,  and  if  real  uniQcation  is 
brought  about  a  diversion  from  the  West  to  the  East  would  help 
to  relieve  the  situation. 

It  is  from  this  point  of  view  that  the  facilities  of  the  carriers 
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other  than  stea^m  roads,  and  their  ability  to  relieve  the  latter, 
were  considered  in  this  proceeding.  The  hearings  developed  the 
fact  that  the  steamer  lines  of  the  state,  especially  those  operating 
in  inland  waterways,  the  interurban  electric  lines,  the  motor 
truck,  and  even  the  street  car  lines,  are  in  a  position  to  handle 
a  very  large  amonnt  of  short-haul  freight,  especially  less  than 
carload  freight,  that  is  now  handled  by  the  main  interstate  roads. 
On  the  ability  of  the  electric  roads  to  give  such  relief,  the  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Paul  Shoup,  president  of  the  Pacific  Electric  Rail- 
way, was  particularly  illuminating.  The  Pacific  Electric  is  the 
third  carrier  in  the  state  in  the  number  of  freight  cars  handled. 
This  company  does  a  very  large  amount  of  switching  to  and 
from  industry  tracks  in  and  out  of  the  city  of  Los  Angeles;  and 
it  appears  that  electric  operation  is  superior  to  steam  operation 
in  such  service.  One  of  the  chief  advantages  of  electric  opera- 
tion seems  to  be  the  flexibility  of  the  service  and  the  fact  that 
motive  power  is  used  practically  in  the  proportion  to  the  weight 
to  be  moved,  and  that  consequently  there  is  much  greater 
economy  than  in  the  case  of  steam  locomotive. 

We  call  attention  to  the  matter  of  electric  operation  m  ter- 
minal freight  service,  for  the  reason  that  the  possibilities  along 
this  line  seem  to  be  very  large  in  almost  every  important  city 
in  the  United  States.  There  is  at  this  time  practically  no  oo- 
operation  between  the  electric  lines  and  the  steam  lines  in  such 
localities,  and  we  know  of  no  intelligent  investigation  that  haa 
been  made  to  see  what  can  be  accomplished  in  thid  direction.  It 
is  only  in  instances  like  that  just  mentioned,  where  the  Pacific 
Electric  Kailway  is  through  ownership  and  operating  agreements 
intimately  associated  with  an  important  steam  line  such  as  the 
Southern  Pacific,  that  reliable  data  can  be  had  on  the  possibility 
of  relief  from  this  source.  We  believe  that  this  feature  should 
be  given  careful  consideration  in  the  study  of  the  Los  Angeles 
terminal  problem  now  being  made  by  the  Commission. 

When  tlic  possible  elimination  of  ^unnecessary  passenger  serv- 
ice is  considered,  it  becomes  evident  at  once  that  in  almost  all 
cases  where  steam  lines  compete  with  electric  interurban  lines 
the  latter  can  as  a  rule  render  this  service  more  satisfactorily, 
more  economically,  and,  as  a  rule,  altogether  relieve  the  steam 
lines  of  such  competing  business.     Mr.  Shoup  testified  that  the 
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Pacific  Electric  ia  the  Loe  Angeles  territory  is  "now  carrying 
all  the  Southern  Pacific  Company's  passenger  traffic  for  them 
practically  in  the  territories  served  by  both  lines.  We  carry  all 
their  Pasadena,  Long  Beach^  San  Pedro,  and  Santa  Monica 
traffic,  and  their  tickets  are  also  good  over  practically  all  lines 
of  importance  on  the  Pacific  Electric.  We  are  handling  all  their 
San  Bernardino  and  Eiverside  business  for  them.  The  subject 
has  been  discussed  with  the  Salt  Lake,  but  no  conclusion  reached 
as  to  making  some  such  similar  arrangement  The  result  has 
been  very  satisfactory,  I  think,  from  the  Southern  Pacific  point 
of  view,  and  has  been  quite  acceptable  from  the  Pacific  Electric 
point  of  view.  The  difficulties  which  might  face  the  Santa  Fe 
or  Salt  Lake  would  be  in  transferring  packages  and  baggage  to 
our  stations.  In  Los  Angeles,  the  principal  transfer  point,  our 
cars  run  directly  to  the  Southern  Pacific  station.  We  do  not 
run  either  to  the  Salt  Lake  or  to  the  Santa  Fe  station;  but  with 
that  one  feature  eliminated,  we  should  be  able,  assuming  it  is 
to  the  interest  of  the  steam  line  to  do  so,  to  take  care  of  their 
traflic  at  common  points  locally.  I  know  of  no  reason  why  we 
should  not." 

Now  that  we  have  unified  railroad  control,  and  operation  has 
become  a  question  of  most  efficient  service  rather  than  largest 
possible  net  earnings  to  individual  lines,  we  agree  altogether 
with  Mr.  Shoup's  last  sentence.  The  savings  in  operating  ex- 
penses, in  man  power,  and  in  equipment  that  can  be  made  by  a 
rearrangement  of  passenger  service  along  such  lines,  and  with- 
out any  impairment  of  the  service  to  the  public,  is  very  large. 
It  is  evident  that  the  same  condition  exists  in  all  of  the  large 
communities  of  the  country  where  interurban  electric  roads  com- 
pete with  so-called  commutation  steam  passenger  service. 

It  is  our  recom^oiendation  that  in  the  case  of  the  Los  Angeles 
territory  the  Commission  ask  the  steam  lines  concerned  im- 
mediately to  institute  a  survey  with  a  view  to  determining  to 
what  exient  the  Pacific  Electric  can  furnish  the  necessary  pas- 
senger service  in  the  territory  affected,  and  to  what  extent  com- 
peting, steam  line  passenger  service  should  be  eliminated.  If 
necessary,  authority  to  make  such  a  survey  and  the  recommenda- 
tion into  effect  should  be  secured  from  the  Director  General  of 
Railroads. 
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Qnestion  32  of  the  inquiry  sent  to  the  carriers  dealt  with  the 
cost  of  soliciting  business.  While  the  figures  returned  by  the 
carriers  are  not  complete,  and  are  not  so  arranged  as  to  permit 
of  finding  the  total  cost  of  soliciting  business  in  any  one  ter- 
ritory, they  nevertheless  lead  to  the  conclusion  that  the  item  of 
advertising  alone  runs  into  millions.  It  was  our  purpose  even 
prior  to  the  taking  over  the  raiboads  by  the  Federal  govern- 
ment, to  recommend  to  the  Conmiission  that  steps  be  taken  to 
eliminate  to  the  largest  possible  extent  all  traffic  expenses  re- 
sulting from  the  cost  of  securing  competitive  business.  It  seems 
to  us  a  peculiarly  indefensible  waste  of  energy  and  money  to 
expend  large  sums  in  efforts  to  get  more  business  when,  as  a 
matter  of  fact^  many  carriers  were  unable  properly  to  handle 
such  business  as  was  offered  to  them.  Now  that  competitive 
operation  is  a  thing  of  the  past,  such  expenditures  are  altogether 
unwarranted.  How  considerable  an  item  this  is  will  be  apparent 
from  the  summary  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission's 
statistics  of  revenue  and  expenses  of  the  large  steam  roads  in 
the  United  States  for  the  year  ending  June  30^  1916,  where  it 
is  shown  that  "traffic  expenses,"  which  include  only  expenditures 
for  advertising,  soliciting,  and  securing  traffic  and  for  preparing 
and  distributing  tariffs  governing  such  traffic,  aggregated 
$60,60^,496.  There  is  no  doubt  in  our  minds  that  at  least  75 
per  cent  of  this  expenditure  can  now  be  eliminated  without  any 
impairment  of  the  efficiency  and  convenience  of  the  transpor- 
tation service. 

In  view  of  the  present  status  of  railway  control  we  recom- 
mend that  the  Commission  take  up  informally  with  the  railroads 
and  all  other  parties  interested  in  this  pixxseeding,  such  of  the 
recommendations  made  by  us  as  may  appear  to  be  useful  in 
bringing  about  complete  national  control  and  the  highest  pos- 
sible efficiency  of  the  transportation  system  during  this  emer- 
gency. In  cases  where  the  authority  of  the  Director  General 
of  Railroads  should  be  had  before  any  of  the  recommendations 
can  be  acted  upon,  such  authority  should  be  secured  and  the 
results  of  this  investigation  and  our  report  made  available  to 
him. 

We  believe  that  this  proceeding  should  not  be  dismissed  at 
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this  time,  but  that  it  should  be  kept  open  for  such  further  action 
as  may  be  deemed  advisable  by  the  Commission. 

ORDER. 

The  Commission  having  on  its  own  initiative  instituted  an 
investigation  into  the  services  and  maintenance  and  the  econo- 
mies of  operation  of  transportation  companies  in  California, 
during  the  emergency  created  by  the  war;  and  public  hearings 
having  been  held;  and  testimony  having  been  submitted, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  recommendations  and  suggestions 
in  the  foregoing  opinion  be  called  to  the  attention  of  the  parties 
referred  to,  and  that  the  proceeding  be  continued  for  such  further 
action  as  may  appear  desirable  to  the  Commission. 

The  foregoing  statement,  opinion,  and  order  are  hereby  ap- 
proved and  ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Kailroad 
Commission  of  the  State  of  California. 


ILLINOIS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COBfMISSION. 

RE  CHICAGO,  OTTAWA,  &  PEORIA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[No.  7188,] 

Service  —  Interurhan  railway  —  Abandonment  —  Trades  —  Escape 
paving  dttty. 

The  Illinois  Coramisaion  refuted  to  pemiit  am  interurban  rail- 
way to  remove  its  tracks  from  a  portion  of  a  street  and  build  a  sta- 
tion at  an  inconvenient  and  unimproved  spot  in  the  outskirts  of  the 
village  in  order  that  it  might  be  relieved  of  paving  along  its  tracks 
therein,  even  though  it  has  never  paid  interest  on  its  bonded  indebted- 
ness and  is  unable  to  raise  funds  by  the  sale  of  additional  securities. 

[January  30,  1918.] 

Application  by  the  Chicago,  Ottawa,  &  Peoria  Railway  Com- 
pany for  authority  to  remove  its  railway  track  extending  north 
from  Cleveland  street  in  Main  street  of  the  village  of  Ladd; 
denied. 

Funky  Commissiouer :  The  application  of  the  Chicago,  Ot- 
tawa, &  Peoria  Railway  Company  filed  herein  asks  for  the  pei^ 
mission  and  authority  of  this  Commission  to  take  up  and  remove 
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its  railway  track  extendiBg  north  from  Cleveland  street  in  Main 
street  of  the  village  of  Lad d,  Illinois. 

A  hearing  was  held  on  this  matter  September  18^  1917,  at 
which  time  there  appeared  the  petitioner  and  ike  village  of  Ladd. 

It  appears  that  the  Chicago,  Ottawa,  &  Peoria  Eailway  is  an 
electric  railroad  operating  from  the  city  of  Joliet,  Illinois,  to 
the  city  of  Princeton,  Illinois,  with  branch  lines  extending  from 
Ottawa,  Illinois,  to  Streator,  Illinois,  and  from  Hicks  Junction 
to  Ladd,  Illinois.  The  total  length  of  the  lines  is  approximately 
107  miles.  The  distance  from  Hicks  Jimction  to  Ladd  is  .4 
miles.  A  large  part  of  the  traffic  on  the  Ladd  branch  moves 
between  Ladd  and  Spring  Valley,  a  distance  of  approximately 
5  miles.  The  line  of  the  railway  enters  the  village  of  Ladd  from 
the  south  and  extends  north  approximately  a  mile  in  Main  street 
into  the  business  portion  of  the  village,  Cleveland  street  is  ap- 
proximately 2,100  feet  south  of  the  present  terminus  of  the  line 
at  Walnut  street.  The  village  of  Ladd  has  taken  the  legal  steps 
preliminary  to  paving,  partly  vrith  concrete  and  partly  with 
brick,  that  portion  of  Main  street  north  of  Cleveland  street  in 
which  the  tracks  of  petitioner  are  located.  The  franchise  ordi- 
nance granted  to  the  railway  provides,  among  other  things,  that 
"whenever  any  of  such  parts  or  portions  of  such  streets  as  are 
in  the  actual  use  and  occupancy  of  the  said  railway  under  the 
rights  and  privileges  granted  to  it  by  this  ordinance  shall  here- 
after be  paved  by  the  said  municipality,  the  said  railway  com- 
pany shall  at  the  same  time,  and  in  the  same  manner,  and  with 
like  material  as  the  rest  of  the  said  street,  pave  such  parts  of 
such  streets  between  its  tracks  and  for  such  amount  of  space  on 
the  outside  of.  its  rails  as  to  make  the  ^itire  space  paved  by  it 
eight  (8)  feet  in  width." 

The  railway  asks  permission  to  remove  its  tracks  from  that 
portion  of  Main  street  north  of  Cleveland  street  now  proposed 
to  be  paved  by  the  municipality,  and,  in  lieu  thereof,  to  pur- 
chase lots  adjoining  Cleveland  street  along.  Main  street,  upon 
which  to  erect  a  station  as  the  terminus  of  its  line  of  railway 
in  the  village  of  Ladd.  Its  station  would  thus  be  placed  at  a 
point  some  2,100  feet  south  from  its  present  terminua  in  the 
business  section  of  the  village.  This  proposed  location  is  on 
the  southern  edge  of  the  platted  section  of  the  village.     South 
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of  Cleveland  street  are  farm  lands.  The  portion  of  the  village 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed  station  is  but  sparsely  bnilt  up, 
there  being  no  building  on  Main  within  600  feet  of  Cleveland 
street,  nor  is  there  any  sidewalk  on  either  side  of  Main  street 
within  600  feet  of  Cleveland  street  The  population  of  Ladd 
is  given  as  approximately  3,500.  A  statement  of  the  number 
of  passengers  carried  by  petitioner  on  the  Ladd  branch  for  a 
week,  covering  the  period  from  June  26,  1917,  to  July  2,  1917, 
inclusive,  shows  a  total  of  2,454  passengers,  an  average  of  350 
passengers  per  day. 

The  cost  of  relaying  the  track  in  a  maimer  made  necessary 
by  paving,  and  the  cost  of  paving  its  portion  of  the  street,  was 
estimated  by  petitioner  at  approximately  $15,000.  Witness  for 
the  village  of  Ladd  estimated  a  somewhat  lower  cost 

The  income  account  of  the  CJiicago,  Ottawa,  &  Peoria  Rail- 
way company  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1916,  is  aa 
follows : 

Railway  Operating  Revenueg. 

Revenue  from  transportation   $466,238.47 

Revalue  from  other  railway  operations 13,640.43 

Total  railway  operating  revenues  $479,878.90 

Railway  Operating  Bxpense$, 

Way  and  structures  $54,167.57 

Equipment 29,947.69 

Power   80,896.06 

Conducting  transportation    88,255.37 

Traffic    9,021.81 

General  and  miscellaneous 44,504.61 

Total  railway  operating  expenses  312,293.01 

Net  operating  revenue   $167,585.89 

Taxes  assignable  to  <^rations 18,600.00 

Operating  income $148,985.89 

Deductions, 

Interest  on  funded  debt  $205,116.68 

Int^est  on  unfunded  debt 7,042.14 

Total  deducttons  $212,158.82 

Net  loss  $63,172.93 

Profit  and  Lobs  Aocovmt, 

Net  loss  (ineome  account)    $63,172.93 

Appropriations   of    surplus    for  depreciation    13,325.60 

Net  deficit  made  up  by  assessment  against  common  stock  share- 
holders          $76,498.53 
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The  testimony  of  Mr.  F.  E.  Fisher,  general  superintendent  of 
the  Chicago,  Ottawa,  &  Peoria  Railway  Company,  is  that  the 
property  of  the  railway  has  never  paid  interest  on  the  honded 
indebtedness  of  the  road.  He  further  testifies  that  it  is  impos- 
sible, under  existing  conditions,  to  raise  any  funds  by  the  sale 
of  additional  bonds  of  petitioner. 

Considering  all  the  facts  and  circumstances,  the  Commission 
ifl  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  justified  in  granting  per- 
mission to  remove  the  track  in  Main  street  north  of  Cleveland 
street.  This  track  is  at  the  present  time  in  a  bad  state  of  repair^ 
and  it  will  be  necessary  to  make  some  renewals  to  put  it  in  a 
safe  condition  for  operation.  Such  rehabilitation  sufficient  to 
make  it  possible  to  operate  over  the  track  with  safety  should  be 
made  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 

The  Commission  will  deny  the  petition  herein,  but  will  re- 
seri'e  jurisdiction  of  the  matter  to  enter  any  further  order  that 
may  at  any  time  appear  necessary. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  petition  of  the  Chicago,  Ot- 
tawa, &  Peoria  Railway  Company  for  permission  to  remove  its 
track  and  discontinue  service  north  of  Cleveland  street  in  and 
upon  Main  street  in  the  village  of  Ladd,  Illinois,  be,  and  the 
same  is  hereby,  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  track  shall  be  repaired  suffi- 
ciently to  make  it  safe  for  operation,  and  operation  shall  be 
resumed  upon  the  track  in  Main  street  north  of  Cleveland  street, 
not  later  than  June  1,  1918.  The  railway  shall  report  to  this 
Commission  when  the  track  has  been  repaired  as  herein  ordered 
and  when  service  has  been  resumed. 

The  Commission  reserves  jurisdiction  of  the  parties  herein 
and  the  matter  hereof  to  make  such  other  and  further  orders 
as  at  any  time  it  may  deem  necessary. 

By  order  of  the  Commission,  at  Springfield,  Ulinois,  this 
30th  day  of  January,  1918. 
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P.  H.  CRAGAN 

t;. 

CHICAGO,  ROCK   ISLAND,   &  PACIFIC   RAILWAY    COM- 
PANY. 

[File  A-2172.] 

Commissions  —  Jurisdiction  —  Railroad    tracks    blocking    flow    o/ 
toater. 

The  Iowa  Commission  is  without  power  to  make  an  order  re- 
quiring a  railroad  company  to  reconstruct  its  tracks  so  as  to  provide 
sufficient  drainage  for  surface  water. 

[December  12,  1017.] 

Complaint  by  P.  H.  Cragan  to  require  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island,  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  to  so  construct  its  tracks 
in  Colfax  as  to  provide  proper  drainage  for  surface  water  and 
to  prevent  its  backing  up  and  flooding  adjacent  public  and  private 
property;  complaint  dismissed  for  lack  of  jurisdiction. 

Appearances:     P.  H.  Cragan,  Colfax,  Iowa. 

By  the  Commission:  Mr.  Cragan  claims  that  the  tracks  of 
the  Chicago,  Rock  Island,  &  Pacific  Railway  Company  have 
been  so  built  through  the  west  part  of  the  city  of  Colfax  that 
insufficient  drainage  has  been  provided,  and  as  a  result  the  sur- 
face water  backs  up  and  floods  the  property  of  others,  and  the 
streets  and  alleys  of  said  city.  The  railroad  company  denies 
that  it  has  blocked  the  natural  flow  of  the  surface  water.  It 
also  denies  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Commission. 

Members  of  this  Commission  have  made  a  personal  examina- 
tion of  the  premises.  There  is  no  claim  that  the  use  of  the 
railroad  for  its  purposes  as  a  carrier  is  in  any  way  affected  by 
reason  of  such  insufficient  drainage. 

If  it  be  conceded  that  the  construction  of  the  railroad  has  been 
such  as  to  prevent  the  flow  of  surface  water  in  its  natural  course, 
and  to  cause  it  to  be  dammed  up  and  flood  the  streets  and  alleys 
of  Colfax,  and  the  property  of  others,  we  are  met  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  power  of  this  Commission  to  make  and  enforce  orders 
which  would  remedy  the  situation. 
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The  Iowa  Bailroad  CSommission  was  created  by  statute.  As 
fiuch  it  is  a  tribunal  of  limited  jurisdiotion,  and  can  only  exercise 
such  powers  as  it  is  by  statute  authorized  to  exercise.  It  does  not 
have  all  the  powers  of  a  court ;  we  have  no  power  to  award  dam- 
ages for  or  to  grant  an  injunction  to  prevent  an  injury. 

There  is  no  statute  expressly  giving  to  this  Commission  the 
power  of  determining  whether  the  railroad  has  dianged  the 
watercourse  or  provided  insufficient  outlet  for  surface  water,  or 
to  make  an  order  in  relation  thereto.  If  such  power  is  vested  in 
this  Commission,  it  must  be  found  in  Code,  §  2112,  and  Code 
Supplement,  §  2113,  being  the  sections  conferring  general  pow- 
ers upon  this  Commission. 

In  the  case  of  Brosnan  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  (Iowa) 
P.tJ.R.1917F,  584,  decided  September  7,  1917,  where  the  com- 
plaint was  that  the  railroad  had  changed  the  natural  watercourse 
and  turned  the  water  onto  his  land  at  a  different  plaoe,  and  in  a 
flow  greater  than  the  natural  course  and  flow,  we  had  occasion  to 
oxam.ine  into  the  question  of  our  jurisdiction  to  make  an  order 
requiring  the  railroad  to  remedy  the  injury  complained  of.  In 
that  case,  as  in  this,  there  was  no  complaint  that  the  railroad  was 
in  any  manner  injured  or  its  efficiency  as  a  carrier  lessened; 
neither  was  the  security  of  the  public  using  the  railroad  in  any 
way  affected,  and  the  same  is  true  in  this  case.  Our  conclusion 
in  that  case  was  that  the  Commission  could,  under  the  sections  of 
the  statute  above  cited,  make  only  such  orders  as  to  the  operation 
of  the  railroad,  or  the  conduct  of  its  business,  as  are  reasonable 
to  promote  the  security,  convenience,  and  acconmiodation  of  the 
public  in  its  use  of  the  railroad  as  a  carrier ;  that  the  changing 
of  a  watercourse  and  throwing  the  water  upon  another  in  a  differ- 
ent course  or  an  increased  flow,  to  the  injury  of  such  owner,  does 
not  injure  the  security,  convenience,  or  accommodation  of  the 
public  in  the  use  of  the  railroad,  is  not  such  an  injury  of  which 
we  have  jurisdiction,  and  we  have  no  power  to  make  orders  in 
relation  thereto. 

In  the  case  of  CVConnor  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co,  P.U-R. 
1917F,  584,  note,  decided  by  this  Commission  September  7, 
1917,  the  complaint  was  that  the  railroad  had  been  so  constructed 
that  its  bridge  was  not  high  enough,  and  at  times  of  high  water 
the  bridge  acted  in  part  as  a  dam,  impounding  the  water,  causing 
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the  overflowing  of  streets,  alleys,  and  of  private  property,  Xo 
claim  was  made  of  insecurity  or  inconvenience  of  the  public  in 
its  nse  of  the  railroad  on  account  of  such  flooding.  We  held  that 
this  Commission  had  no  power  to  make  an  order  in  the  matter. 

In  the  Brosnan  and  O'Connor  Cases  we  discussed  Code,  §  211 2^ 
and  Code  Supplement,  §  2113,  being  the  only  sections  of  the 
statute  under  which  it  was  claimed  that  the  power  to  make  orders 
in  such  cases  had  been  conferred  on  this  Commissi<m.  No  rea- 
son has  occurred  to  us  to  cause  us  to  think  we  were  wrong  in 
those  cases. 

The  complaint  in  this  case  goes  to  the  construction  of  the  road. 
If  it  was  charged  that  by  reason  of  such  improper  construction 
the  road  was  unsafe,  or  rendered  its  service  inconvenient  or  in- 
adequate to  those  wishing  to  have  its  service,  this  Commission 
would  have  the  power  to  investigate  and  make  such  reasonable 
order  as  would  remove  the  cause  of  the  complaint.  The  com- 
plaint, however,  is  only  that  the  property  not  used  in  the  oper- 
ation of  the  road,  and  which  does  not  in  any  way  afFect  the 
operation  or  service  of  the  railroad,  has  been  injured  and  the 
owner  damaged ;  that  the  use  of  the  streets  and  alleys  of  the  city 
is  interfered  with  at  times.  These  are  injuries  concerning  which 
the  public  using  the  railroad  are  uninterested  and  by  which  they 
are  unaffected. 

The  drainage  laws  of  the  state  provide  a  remedy  for  complain- 
ants. If  the  railroad  haa  wrongfully  interfered  with  the  drain- 
age of  the  city  of  Colfax  and  with  the  property  of  its  private 
citizens,  the  courts  have  full  jurisdiction  to  grant  relief  by  in- 
junction. The  damages  sustained  may  be  recovered  in  the  courts. 
With  all  these  remedies  provided  by  statute  and  recognized  by 
the  courts,  we  believe  that,  if  it  had  been  the  intention  of  the 
legislature  to  add  a  further  remedy  by  giving  jurisdiction  to  this 
Commission,  it  would  have  done  so  in  specific  terms,  and  would 
not  have  left  the  matter  to  implication. 

We  have  discussed  this  case  at  length,  because  Mr.  Cragan  con- 
tends that,  inasmuch  as  the  city  is  affected  by  the  flooding  of  the 
streets,  the  public  is  affected,  and  therefore  it  is  a  proper  matter 
for  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  this  Commission.  We  have  at- 
tempted to  show  that  the  public  to  be  cared  for  by  this  Commis- 
sion is  that  public  using  tCe  railroad,  and  in  that  use  they  are 
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entitled  to  security,  convenience,  and  adequacy  of  service.  The 
fact  that  the  public  is  interefered  with  in  the  use  of  its  streets  or 
alleys  is  not  a  matter,  as  we  view  it,  of  which  this  Commission  has 
jurisdiction. 

Our  conclusion  is  that  this  complaint  should  be  dismissed 
because  of  our  lack  of  power  in  the  matter. 

Jug.  a.  Guiher,  Chairman ;  Dwight  N.  Lewis,  and  Chas.  Web- 
ster, Commissioners. 
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BE  MISSOURI  ft  KANSAS  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1153.] 

Valuation  —  Telephone  —  Poles  and  cables  —  Trend  eurves^ 

1.  Trend  eurreB,  in  yfbUik  the  initial  point  is  Hrgelj  the  governing 
factor  of  the  result,  should  not  be  used  to  determine  the  unit  cost  of 
telephone  poles  and  cables  in  arriving  at  their  fair  value  in  a  rate 


Pepredation  ^  Te^eplunie  —  Accruing  «*  Annual  allowance. 

2.  An  annual  allowance  of  6.5  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  new 
of  physical  property  was  made  for  accruing  depreciation  in  a  telephone 
rate  case^ 

Uoie  ->  Telephinke  -«  Local  eoochange  ^  Reasonableness  —  Expenses 
assignable  to  service, 

3.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  local  exchange  telephone 
rates  at  an  exchange  handling  a  large  volume  of  toll  business  not  origi- 
nating locally,  it  is  necessary  to  apportion  the  common  exchange  ex- 
penses between  the  two  branches  of  service. 

Apportionment  —  Operating  expenses  —  Telephone  —  Toll  and  local 

exchange. 

4.  In  apportioning  telephone  operating  expenses  between  a  com- 
monly owned  local  exchange  and  toll  properties,  the  toll  service  should 
carry  a  just  proportion  of  all  expenses  between  the  stations  of  the 
originating  and  terminating  subscribers,  rather  than  between  toll  board 
and  toll  board. 

fiofes  —  Telephone  —  iMcal  rates  of  extensive  system  —  Greater  than 
if  exchange  operhted  independently  -*•  BecMonadlefieM. 

5.  Local  exchange  snbseribert  of  an  extensive  telephone  system 
should  not  be  charged  higher  rates  ior  their  service  than  would  be  re- 
quired if  their  exchange  was  operated  independently. 

'Return  —  Operatiiig  expenses  -*  Advertising  in  connection  wiUi  ap^ 
pOcatioH  for. increased  rates. 

6.  The  expense  ol  advertising  done  in  connection  with  a  utility's 
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application  for  aa  increase  in  rates  cannot  be  incloded  fairly  ac 
item  of  operating  expenses  in  estimating  its  return  and  fixing  raiea 
under  such  application. 

Apportionment  *  Operating  expenses  —  Telephones  —  Maintenan^sm 
—  Local  exchange  and  toll  *>  Basis. 

7.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  local  exchange  rate,  tele- 
phone maintenance  expenses  were  apportioned  between  local  and  toll 
service  on  a  line  and  instrument  use  percentage  basis,  equated  by  oo- 
efiicients  2  and  1,  based  on  two  line  and  instrument  uses  for  each  orig- 
inating toll  and  local  call  and  one  line  and  instrument  use  for  each 
inward  toll  call,  applied  to  the  relative  number  of  calls  chargeable  to 
each  service  as  shown  by  a  study  of  an  annual  peg  count. 

Apportionment  —  Operating  expenses  *>  Telephones  «-  Traffic  ex- 
pense *>  Local  and  toll  service  —  Basis, 

8.  Traffic  expenses  were  divided  between  toll  and  eadiange,  in  m 
telephone  exchange  expense  apportionment,  on  the  basis  of  operator 
units  used  in  handling  calls  in  each  service  as  shown  fay  an  annual  peg 
count,  equated  by  coefficients  based  on  the  relative  time  required  to  han- 
die  the  various  classes,  using  the  time  needed  to  handle  one  local  city 
call  as  one  unit. 

Ai)porttonm€nt  *  Operating  expenses  ^  Telephsnm  •-  7Mi  and  looai 
service, 

0.  In  apportioning  the  common  telephone  exchange  operating  ex- 
penses to  local  and  toll  service  in  a  rate  case,  pay-station  expense  and 
commissions  were  assigned  to  toll,  advertising  and  directory  expenses 
were  charged  to  exchange  service,  general  and  local  ooaunsrcial  admin- 
istration and  canvassing  expenses  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  other 
commercial  accounts,  revenue  accounting  was  assigned  on  the  basis  of 
the  pay  rolls  of  the  accounting  bureau,  revenue  eoUeeiing  on  the  basis 
of  the  number  of  accounts  and  general  expenses,  with  the  exception  of 
insurance,  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  division  of  all  preceding  ac- 
counts. 

Apportionment  —  Operating  revenues  and  income  deductione  — 
Revenue  —  Toll  and  local  service  *  Rents  —  XJncollectable  operate 
ing  revenues  *>  Rent  deductions  —  Basis, 

10.  In  apportioning  the  common  operating  revenues  and  income  de- 
ductions of  a  telephone  exchange  between  toll  and  local  service  in  a 
rate  case,  rents  from  other  operating  property  were  divided  on  the  basis 
of  the  general  expenses  division,  the  uncoUectable  operating  revenues  on 
the  basis  of  exchange  revenues,  and  the  rent  deductions  for  telephone 
office  according  to  the  use  made  of  the  office. 

Return  —  Telephone  —  Operating  expenses  —  American  Telephone  A 
Telegraph  Company's  41  per  cent  contract. 

11.  The  Kansas  Commission  will  sot  approve  of  the  inclusion  of  the 
amount  paid  to  the  American  Tel^one  k  Telegraph  Company,  by  one 
of  its  operating  companies,  under  the  regular  4i  par  cent  contract,  for 
rental  of  instrument  parts  and  supplies  and  for  expert  serviosB^  as  an 
element  of  operating  expenses  in  a  rate  esse. 
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DiseHnUnaHon  -»  Bmtes  —  Telephones  —  Identical  far  one  and  two 
pofiy^line  service, 

12.  Identical  rates  for  one  and  two  party-telephone  line  service  are 
discriminatory,  and  should  not  exist. 

Betum  —  Rea&onal>lenees  —  Otmsideration  of  need  for  f%Uure  expen^ 
ditures. 

13.  In  fixing  rates  to  provide  an  adequate  return  for  a  utility,  it 
is  not  the  policy  of  the  Kansas  Commission  to  anticipate  expenditures 
for  additions,  which  may  be  necessary  at  some  future  time. 

[February  28,  1918.] 

Application  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company 
for  permission  to  advance  exchange  rates  in  the  city  of  Welling- 
ton; a  slight  increase  provided  hy  the  elimination  of  certain  pref- 
erential and  discriminatory  rates  from  schedule. 

Appearances :  J.  W.  Gleed  and  D.  W,  Frank  for  petitioner ; 
Ivan  D.  Rogers,  W,  W.  Schwinn,  and  W.  M.  Eeady  for  the  city 
of  Wellington  and  its  citizens* 

Kinkel,  Commissioner  :  This  is  an  application  of  the  Missouri 
&  Kansas  Telephone  Company  for  permission  to  change  its  rates 
in  the  city  of  Wellington. 

The  matter  was  first  heard  at  Wellington  on  April  25,  1916. 
Adjourned  hearings  were  held  on  several  subsequent  dates,  and 
was  finally  submitted  on  brief  and  by  oral  argument  on  Jan- 
uary 3,  1918.  The  petition  alleges  that  the  present  rates  for 
services  rendered  at  Wellington  are  $2  for  business  telephones 
and  $1  for  residence  telephones,  and  that  said  rates  are  not  com- 
pensatoiy,  but  are  wholly  inadequate  and  insufficient  to  pay  a 
reasonable  return  upon  the  investment  necessarily  made  by  said 
company  in  its  property  used  and  useful  in  furnishing  telephone 
service  in  said  city.  There  is  attached  to  the  petition,  and  made 
a  part  thereof,  a  proposed  schedule  of  rates  which  petitioner 
alleges  would  be  reasonable  rates  for  the  service  rendered,  to 
wit: 
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fiusinefls : 

Individual  line    

Exlensions    

P.  B.  X.  trunks 

Residence : 

Individual  line    

Two-party  line 

Four-party  line   

Extensions    

Extensions    

Extensions    

Desk  sets — additional 


Rate  per 
Montii. 


$3.00 
1.00 
3.00 


1.75 
1.50 
1.25 
.75 
.65 
.50 
.25 


EqvipmeBt. 


Wall  set. 

Wall  or  desk  aei. 


Wall  set. 

Wall  set. 

Wall  set. 

Desk  set. 

!  Wall  set  with  bell. 
I  Wall  set  without  belL 

(Xo  desk  sets  installed 
on  four-party  lines.) 


Petitioner's  rate  schedules  on  file  with  the  Commission  show 
present  rates  at  Wellington  to  be  as  follows,  to  wit:  Business 
individual  line,  $2  per  month;  residence  individual  line,  $1.25 
per  month ;  farm  lines,  $1.25  per  month ;  extension  sets,  $1  per 
month;  residence  extensions,  desk  set,  75  oents  per  month; 
residence  extensions,  wall  set  without  bell,  50  cents  per  month; 
residence  extensions,  wall  set,  with  bell,  65  cents  per  month. 
The  testimony  shows  that  petitioner  is  furnishing  a  combined 
business  and  residence  service  to  108  of  its  subscribers  at  a  rate 
of  $3  per  month,  notwithstanding  its  published  rate  for  such 
service  is  $3.25  per  month.  The  practical  eflFect  of  this  is  that 
the  said  subscribers  are  receiving  residence  service  at  the  rate  of 
$1  per  telephone  per  month,  instead  of  being  required  to  pay  the 
published  rate  of  $1.25  per  month.  A  further  discrimination 
was  shown  in  that  petitioner  was  charging  all  other  residence 
telephone  subscribers,  both  individual  line  and  party  line,  $1.25 
per  month  per  telephone. 

At  the  time  of  the  first  hearing  permission  was  granted  to 
amend  the  petition  by  inserting  after  the  word  "corporation" 
the  words,  "existing  under  the  laws  of  Missouri."  At  the  same 
time  permission  was  granted  to  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone 
Company  of  Kansas  to  file  an  intervening  petition  as  follows,  to 
wit : 

"Comes  now  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company,  a 
corporation  organized  and  existing  under  and  by  virtue  of  the 
laws  of  the  state  of  Kansas,  and  hereinafter  referred  to  as  the 
^Kansas  company,'  and  intervenes  herein  and  alleges: 

"The  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company,  the  applicant 
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which  filed  the  application  herein,  ia  a  corporation  duly  organ- 
ized and  existing  under  and  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  the  state  of 
Missouri,  and  has  been  duly  and  lawfully  authorized  to  do  busi- 
ness in  the  state  of  Kansas,  and  is  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Public  Utilities  Oonunission.  The  said  company  is  herein- 
after referred  to  as  the  'Missouri  company.' 

"Said  the  Missouri  company  many  years  ago  caused  the  or- 
ganization of  the  said  the  Kansas  company,  and  now  owns  and  al- 
ways has  owned  all  of  the  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  said 
Kansas  company  except  five  shares  held  by  the  five  directors  of 
said  Kansas  company. 

"The  Missouri  company  now  operates  and  always  has  operated 
the  Wellington  exchange  referred  to  in  the  application  filed  here- 
in by  the  Missouri  company. 

"The  Missouri  company  now  has  and  always  has  had,  and  now 
exercises  and  always  has  exercised,  the  right  to  control  all  the 
property  and  rights  constituting  or  appertaining  to  said  ex- 
change, to  receive  the  income  derived  therefrom,  and  to  make 
additions  thereto  by  construction  and  purchase,  and  generally  to 
exercise  all  the  control  of  such  property  that  it  might  if  it  owned 
the  same,  and  is  under  obligation  to  pay  all  the  debts  and  obliga- 
tions created  in  the  exercise  to  such  rights. 

"The  Missouri  company  has  furnished  all  the  money  in  addi- 
tion to  the  original  capital  stock  with  which  any  and  all  property 
standing  in  the  name  of  the  Kansas  company  has  been  purchased 
or  built,  and  is  the  owner  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Kansas  com- 
pany, and  is  the  real  and  beneficial  owner  of  any  property  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  Kansas  company. 

"Said  Kansas  company  avers  on  information  and  belief  that 
at  least  a  part  of  the  property,  rights,  and  franchises  consti- 
tuting or  appertaining  to  the  Wellington  exchange  referred  to 
ty  the  Missouri  company  in  its  application  herein  stands  in  the 
name  of  the  Kansas  company,  and  the  Kansas  company  therefore 
has  an  interest  in  this  proceeding. 

"The  Kansas  company  avers  that  so  much  of  the  title  to  said 
property  and  rights  as  is  not  vested  in  the  said  Kansas  company 
is  vested  in  the  said  Missouri  company,  so  that  the  two  companies 
^ited  hold  the  entire  estate  in  said  property  and  rights  and 
every  part  thereof.     The  said  Kansas  company  further  adopts 
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all  the  allegations  and  averments  of  the  application  of  the  Mis- 
souri oompany  as  though  fully  set  out  herein,  and  asks  that  the 
prayer  of  the  Missouri  company  as  set  forth  in  its  application  be 
granted." 

The  Missouri  &  Elansas  Telephone  Company  of  Kansas  has  an 
authorized  capital  stock  of  $250,000. 

History. 

On  December  29,  1916,  the  Missouri  company  also  owned 
stock  in  corporations  operating  telephone  exchanges  in  Kansas 
as  follows,  to  wit : 


Exctaaiiffes 
Operated. 


Capital  Stock. 


Arfcanaas  VaUey  Telephone  Co 

Emporia  Telephone  Co 

United  Telephone  Co 

Peoples   Home  Telephone  Co.,  Lea- 
venworth     


10 
7 

as 


Total. 


$490,000 

163.000 

1.114,000 

ld7.400 


Owned  h7 
Petitioner. 


Ejrtent  of 

Control : 

Per  Cent, 


71.73 
82.58 
€8.70 

65.17 


The  Missouri  company  was  incorporated  August  24,  1882, 
and  on  December  29,  1916,  was  controlled  by  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  through  ownership  of  prac- 
tically all  of  its  entire  outstanding  capital  stock,  amounting  to 
$13,627,700.  On  December  29,  1916,  the  name  of  the  Missouri 
company  was  changed  to  the  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  (which  company  will  hereinafter  be  referred  to  as  the 
petitioner),  at  which  time  its  authorized  capital  stock  was  in- 
creased from  $20,000,000  to  $50,000,000,  of  which  $31,127,700 
is  now  outstanding,  practically  all  owned  by  the  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company.  In  January,  1917,  the  petitioner 
purchased  all  of  the  property  of  the  Southwestern  Telegraph  & 
Telephone  Company  (a  New  York  corporation)  in  Arkansas; 
and  all  of  the  property  of  the  Southwestern  Telegraph  &  Tole^ 
phone  Company  (a  Missouri  corporation)  in  Missouri;  it  also 
acquired  substantially  all  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  Pioneer 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  (operating  in  Oklahoma)  in 
exchange  for  its  own  stock,  thereby  becoming  the  owner,  directly 
or  indirectly,  of  what  may  be  termed  the  Bell  Telephone  planta 
in  the  states  of  Kansas,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Oklahoma. 
The  testimony  shows  that  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Com- 
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pany  has  paid  na  dividends  upon  its  stock  since  1006.     A  com- 
parative income  account  foT  four  years,  1913  to  1916,  inclusive. 


is  given  below : 


Comparative  Income  Account,  Years  Ended  December  81. 


Gross    reTenues   . . . . 
Operating  expenses 


Net  operating  revenaes 
Other   Income   


Total   net  income 
Taxes  accrued   .. 


Balance  for  cbarffes 
Fixed    charges    


Surplus 


ms. 

1915. 

14,817.283 
8,537,075 

$4,324,284 
3.600,628 

11,280.208 
258,228 

$1,263,756 

229,012 

11.538,434 
203,328 

$1,492,756 
188.93S! 

$1,335,106 
749,340 

$1,308,831 
780.19; 

|6S6,7G6 

$623.63 

1914.      I       1913. 


$4,011,616 
8,021.821 

$989,G95{ 
201.594; 

$1,191,289' 
179.296J 

$1,011,998 
782,752 


$229,241 


$3,890,720 
3,077.364 

$813,366 
185,791 

$999,167 
166,817 

$832,360 
740.225 


$92,116 


It  appears  that  during  the  year  1916,  after  paying  operating 
expenses  and  taxes,  providing  for  depreciation,  and  paying  in- 
terest at  a  rate  of  5  per  cent  on  bonds,  and  paying  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  interest  (at  rates  of  5  and  6 
per  cent)  on  notes  held  by  that  company,  and  providing  for  other 
deductions  aggregating  $749,340,  there  was  a  surplus  of  $585,- 
766.  It  is  stated  that  the  stock  (except  a  small  amount)  was 
sold  at  par, — that  is,  represents  full  -value.  Even  though  this 
be  true,  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  seems 
to  have  paid  only  $8,198,965.50  for  stock  of  a  par  value  of 
$13,627,700  (total  amount  outstanding  December  29,  1916). 
The  net  surplus  for  1916,  while  amounting  to  only  4.30  per  cent 
upon  the  total  outstanding  capital  stock  of  $13,627,700,  amounts 
to  7.14  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  this  amount  of  stock  as  it 
stands  upon  the  books  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company.  The  above  statement  alsa  shows  a  very  decided  in- 
crease in  net  income  from  year  to  year,  that  for  1916  being  more 
than  six  times  as  much  as  for  1913. 

The  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  was  incorpo- 
rated February  28,  1885,  in  New  York.  It  is  the  parent  com- 
pany of  the  so-called  "Bell  system"  operating  in  the  United 
States  and  Canada.  The  parent  company  directly  operates  the 
long-distance  lines;  the  associated  companies  (in  which  the 
parent  company  usually  owns  a  majority  or  all  the  stock) 
operate  the  local  exchanges  and  toll  lines,  under  licenses  received 
from  the  parent  company. 

In  March,   1900,  the  American   Bell   Telephone   Company 
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transferred  all  of  the  stocks  and  all  of  the  bonds  of  the  licensees 
owned  bv  it  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company, 
receiving  stock  in  payment  for  the  bonds,  and  two  shares  of  the 
stock  of  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  were 
given  for  each  share  of  the  Bell  Telephone  Company.  This  re- 
sulted in  an  increase  in  the  capital  stock  outstanding  without  in- 
creasing the  property. 

The  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  exclusive  of 
controlled  companies,  had  outstanding  December  31,  1916,  capi- 
tal stock  amounting  to  $395,635,619,  and  funded  debt  amount- 
ing to  $200,457,100.  It  had  a  plant  and  equipment  account  of 
$68,721,040.51,  against  which  there  was  a  reserve  for  accrued 
depreciation  amounting  to  $16,069,027.41,  or  nearly  25  per 
cent  This  left  a  net  fixed  capital  of  $52,652,013.10.  The  com- 
pany owned  securities  of  affiliated  companies  of  a  book  value  of 
$459,307,697.27,  and  had  advanced  to  system  corporations  for 
construction,  equipment,  etc.,  $61,171,584.  During  the  year 
1916  it  paid  dividends  of  $31,122,187.46,  which  was  8  per  cent 
upon  its  capital  stock  outstanding,  and  appropriated  for  sinking 
and  reserve  funds  $2,500,000,  and  had  a  surplus  for  the  year  of 
$4,391,090.13.  Of  its  investment  in  plant  and  equipment  of 
$68,721,040.51,  $44,800,184.75,  or  approximately  two  thirds, 
is  invested  in  toll  lines.  The  revenue  from  toll  service  during 
the  vear  amounted  to  $17,208,564.17. 

The  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  on  Decem- 
ber 31,  1916,  owned  all  of  the  outstanding  eapital  stock  of  the 
Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company,  par  value  $13,627,700, 
having  a  book  value  (which  represents  the  cost  to  it)  of  $8,198,- 
965.50.  The  reports  do  not  disclose  the  basis  for  the  book  value. 
This  stock  was  originally  acquired  on  the  basis  of  $42.85  of  the 
American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company's  stock  for  each  $100 
of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company's  stock.  During 
1911  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  offered  to 
exchange  its  stock  for  minority  stock  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas 
Telephone  Company  of  which  there  was  oatsanding  at  that 
time  $1,663,500,  on  the  basis  of  $300  of  the  American  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Company's  stock  for  $700  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas 
Telephone  Company's  stock.  As  has  heretofore  been  stated,  the 
report  for  December  31,  1916,  shows  that  all  of  the  stock  had 
been  acquired. 
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The  petitioner  operates  approximately   sixty  exchanges   in 
Kansas;  one  of  which  is  located  at  Wellington,  having  a  pop- 
ulation of  approximately  6,000.     This  exchange  on  March  1, 
1917,  was  furnishing  sei^ice  to  subscribers,  as  follows: 
273  individual  line  business  stations. 
286  individual  line  residence  stations. 
606  two-party  line  residence  stations, 
18  business  extension  stations* 
25  residence  extension  stations. 
10  service  line  company  instrument  stations. 
49  service  stations. 
1  toll  terminaL 

Vaduationa. 

[1]  There  was  submitted  in  evidence  four  separate  appraisals 
of  the  local  exchange  property  (see  table  No.  1).    One,  a  repro- 

TABLE  h—Comparison  of  AppraisaU. 

Miflsonri  ft  KansaB  Telephone  Company— Wellington  Exchange. 

Appraisala  as  df  December  S3U  1916^ 


Koaitzky 

Noble 

Commission's 
Engineers 

Item 

Bcprodnction 
cost 

Orlgiaaloost 

Reproduction  cost 

Reproduction  cost 

Cost, 
new 

Present 
▼aloe 

Cost 
new 

Present 
▼«lue 

Cost 
new 

Present 
▼alue 

Cost 
new 

E^esent 
value 

1.  Central  office 
eqtdpment... 

$1M07 

12.S08 

6,980 

14.891 

9.001 

•  •    277 

»l«iOro 
49.068 

• 

117.108 

12,«r77 

6.838 

18.397& 

10.618 

277 

$15,891 

10,617 

5.489 

11,060 

8,961 

286 

$10,022 

2.  IMstribution  sj9- 
tem: 
Poles  and 
fix  tares. . 

7.962 

Atrial  wire. 

4,116 

Aerial  cable 

8.758 

8.  Substation 
equipment. . . 

7.161 

4.  General  equip- 
ment  

214 

Total 

$60.261« 
9.0* 

$68.784J 

f61.20&i 
6.308 

$61,814 
7.528 

$38,229 

5.  OreriieadS 

6.555 

$94,121« 

824r 
1.808 

$«).757/ 

80!^ 
1.838 

Totals 

e.  Materials    and 

Buppliea 

7.  Working  capital 

109,290 

8Mr 

1.8S8 

168.784 

824/ 
1.888 

$67,508 

802/ 
1»838 

$59,342 

824/ 
1,130 

$48,784 

824/ 
1.130 

Total 

I91.96»k66.7tt 

166396 

870.148/ 

$68,897 

$61,296 

« 

$45,738 

V] 

id) 


Excludes  J1.150  for  right  of  way. 
Includes  |17  for  underground  cabl$, 
Excludes  Sl,096  for  right  of  way. 
Bsdudes  li.B20  tot  right  of  way. 
92.6%  condition  (record  119): 
90%  condition. 

Includes  general  tbolS'^and- general  ol&ce  fcrf^^rs. 
Excludes  fl4,038  for  cost  of  establishing  the  buslhest. 
Excludes  $13,881  for  cost  of  establishing  the  businesi. 
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duction  cost  new  estimate  was  prepared  by  Jf r.  Kositzky,  general 
plant  superintendent  of  petitioner.  In  its  unit  prices  for  mate- 
rials, the  cost  of  poles  and  cable  is  determined  by  trer.d  curves; 
for  other  materials  an  average  price  of  from  two  to  five  years  is 
used.  This  appraisal  fixed  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property 
at  $69,290,  which  is  the  highest  amount  submitted.  In  addition 
to  this,  witness  submitted  an  original  cost  estimate  (exhibit  24), 
showing  value  of  physical  property  to  be  $63,734,  exclusive  of 
right  of  way,  materials,  and  supplies,  and  working  capital. 

ilr.  Noble,  engineer  and  general  plant  superintendent  of  the 
Pioneer  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  (now  owned  by  the 
petitioner),  prepared  an  appraisal,  using  the  same  material 
prices  as  did  Mr.  Kositzky,  and  detennined  a  cost  new  figure 
for  the  physical  property  of  $67,508. 

The  Commission's  engineering  staff  submitted  a  fourth  ap- 
praisal of  the  physical  property,  as  a  going  concern,  in  the  amount 
of  $59,342,  based  upon  a  reproduction  cost  theory,  using  an 
average  price  of  labor  and  materials  extending  over  a  period  of 
five  years. 

The  differences  betwewi  the  ergineering  staff's  cost  new  figure 
and  the  cost  new  figures  of  the  engineers  for  the  petitioner  are  due 
partially  to  the  fact  that  the  latter  used  trend  prices  for  certain 
materials.  In  the  opinion  of  this  Commission,  the  trend  curves 
used  herein,  in  which  the  initial  point  is  largely  the  governing 
factor  of  the  result,  should  not  be  used  in  fixing  the  reasonable, 
fair  value  of  property  under  consideration  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses. 

Accrued  depreciatiofK 

Petitioner's  engineer  testified  that  the  switchboard  was  in- 
stalled in  1909,  was  in  95  per  cent  condition,  and  that  the  life 
of  switchboards  is  very  much  less  than  fifteen  years  (record, 
110)  ;  that  502  poles  out  of  1,073  were  set  in  1908  (record,  289), 
and  are  in  85  per  cent  condition ;  that  the  average  life  of  poles 
in  Wellington  is  not  more  than  nine  or  ten  years  (record,  112), 
and  that  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  subscribers'  equipment  has 
been  installed  since  1909  (record.  111),  and  is  in  98  per  cent 
condition.    Notwithstanding  these  facts,  witness  is  of  the  opin- 
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ion  that  tiie  plant  as  a  ivhole  was  in  92.6  per  cent  condition  at 
the  date  of  the  valuation  (#ecord^  113). 

Witness  gave  as  his  reason  for  using  such  a  high  condition  per 
cent,  that  renewals  are  going  on  continually,  which  keep  the 
equipment  in  a  high  state  of  efficiency  (record,  111,  112,  297). 
Information  furnished  the  Commission,  together  with  petition- 
er's exhibit  43,  shows  that  for  the  years  1915  and  1916  there  was 
but  $1,992.69  charged  to  renewals  and  replacements.  In  1915, 
$5,904.25  was  charged  to  depreciation.  Assuming  the  same 
amount  to  have  been  charged  in  1916,  the  total  charge  for  the 
two  years  would  have  been  $11,808.50.  It  thus  appears  that  the 
petitioner  in  said  two  years  actually  withdrew  $9,815.81  of  the 
fixed  capital  invested  in  Wellington,  being  14.16  per  cent  of  the 
reproduction  cost  new  of  the  physical  property  as  determined  by 
Mr.  Kositzky. 

Mr.  Noble  testified  that  it  was  his  best  judgment  that  the 
plant  was  in  90  (or  a  little  better)  per  cent  condition  (record 
329),  but  he  did  not  give  any  supporting  data  or  figures. 

The  Commission's  engineering  staff,  by  depreciating  the  cost 
new  of  each  item  of  the  property  for  each  year  of  its  age  an 
amount  which  if  allowed  for  each  year  of  its  probable  life  (de- 
termined by  inspection  modified  by  average  life  statistics)  would 
at  the  end  of  that  life  total  the  cost  new  of  the  item,  developed  a 
present  value  of  the  physical  property  of  $43,784.  The  com- 
posite condition  per  cent  of  the  property  as  thus  developed  by  the 
Commission's  engineering  staff  is  73.78  per  cent 

The  amounts  of  the  accrued  depreciation  of  the  physical  prop- 
erty, exclusive  of  materials  and  supplies  and  working  capital,  as 
determined  in  the  different  appraisals,  are  as  follows : 


1.  Kosltxkj    

2.  Noble    

t.   Commission's  engineers 


Cost  New. 


$69,290 

67.508 
59.342 


Present 
Value. 


Accrued 
Depreciation. 


|6«,m 

60.757 
43,784 


95469 
15.668 


Cost  of  Establishing  Business. 

Petitioner's  engineer  submitted  four  different  exhibits,  num- 
bered 22,  23,  59,  and  60,  purporting  to  show  the  cost  of  estab- 
lishing business  in  ^Wellington,  representing  same  to  be  $22,- 
434.75.     (Witness  used  $14,038  to  cover  this  item  in  his  ap- 
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praisal.)  It  is  sufficient  to  say  here  that  this  amount  of  $22,- 
434.75  (exhibit  23)  is  largely  based  npon  assumptions  and  con- 
jectures, which  may  be  varied  at  will  to  arrive  at  any  precon- 
ceived amount  $13,464  of  this  sum  is  termed  '^operating  def- 
icit/' and  was  determined  by  the  comparative  plant  method, 
which  is  purely  conjectural.  Mr.  Noble  allowed  $13,881  for 
the  cost  of  establishing  the  business,  which  he  stated  was  20  per 
cent  of  the  total  cost  exclusive  of  working  capital.  He  used  20 
per  cent  for  the  reason  that  he  recently  computed  the  coBt  of 
establishing  the  business  of  the  Pioneer  Telephcme  &  Telegraph 
Company  by  the  Camden  or  modified  Alvord  method,  which 
resulted  in  20.53  per  cent  of  the  structural  value.  The  witness's 
explanation  for  using  that  particular  method  was  that  it  came 
nearest  arriving  at  the  result.  The  record  is  not  clear  at  this 
point  as  to  what  result  witness  referred  (record,  318). 

The  engineering  staff  valued  the  property  as  a  going  telephone 
plant.    No  other  evidence  was  introduced. 

Overhead  Costs. 

Petitioner's  engineer  in  reproduction  cost  estimate  allowed 
a  total  of  $9,026  for  overheads,  or  14.98  per  cent  of  the  cost  new 
of  the  physical  property.  This  is  made  up  of  4  per  cent  for 
omissions  and  contingencies,  5  per  cent  for  engineering,  2  per 
cent  for  general  expense,  .59  per  cent  for  taxes,  and  2.5  per  cent 
for  interest  and  construction  compounded  in  same  order.  Mr. 
Noble  allowed  $6,303  for  overhead  costs,  exclusive  of  engineer- 
ing, for  which  an  allowance  was  made  in  his  unit  prices.  This 
would  be  10.3  per  cent,  exclusive  of  engineering. 

The  Commission's  engineering  staff  allowed  $7,528  for  over- 
heads, which  is  14.53  per  cent  of  the  cost  new  of  the  physical 
property.  In  each  valuation  the  overheads  were  depreciated  in 
the  same  proportion  as  was  the  physical  property. 

Working  Capital. 

The  figure  of  $1,838  was  submitted  by  petitioner  as  a  proper 
amount  to  be  allowed  for  working  capital  (exhibit  46).  The 
method  used  in  determining  this  sum  assimied  that  the  average 
monthly  balance  of  cash,  accounts  receivable,  prepayments  less 
the  balance  of  accounts,  payable,  unearned*  revenue,  and  other 
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current  liabilities  of  the  entire  eystem,  should  be  prorated  to  the 
local  exchange  on  the  same  basis  as  the  ratio  of  the  investment 
in  Wellington  to  the  total  investment  of  petitioner,  using  as  the 
investment  in  Wellington  Mr.  Kositzky's  reproduction  cost  new 
estimate,  and  to  this  amount  was  added  $645  for  items  directly 
chargeable  to  the  local  exchange. 

Petitioner's  service  rules  in  force  at  Wellington  provide  for 
advimce  payment  of  exchange  rentals,  same  to  be  paid  by  the 
15th  day  of  the  current  month.  The  result  is  that  funds  are 
provided  in  reasonable  amount  to  meet  a  large  portion  of  the 
current  expenditures.  It  can,  therefwe,  be  assumed  that  one 
twelfth  of  the  1915  operating  expenses,  plus  miscellaneous  de^ 
ductions  from  revenues,  totalling  $1,130,  should  be  a  reasonable 
and  proper  allowance  for  working  capital. 

Allowance  for  Accruing  Depreciation. 

[2]  The  engineer  for  the  petitioner  testified  that  the  annual 
allowance  for  accruing  depreciation  for  the  Wellington  plant 
should  be  8.36  per  cent  of  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property. 
Based  upon  Mr.  Kositzky's  valuation,  including  right  of  way 
and  general  tools  and  general  office  furniture,  this  amounts  to 
$5,904.25.  The  Commission's  engineering  staff  arrived  at  $3,- 
877.71  as  the  correct  amount  to  be  set  aside  for  depreciation, 
which  is  6.5  per  cent  upon  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  the 
physical  property  of  $59,342,  plus  $315  for  general  tools  and 
general  office  furniture  as  determined  by  it,  which  provides  a 
fimd  sufficient  to  rebuild  the  entire  plant  in  15.38  years.  The 
petitioner  contends  that  this  allowance  is  too  low.  Figures  fur- 
nished to  the  Commission  by  petitioner  show  that,  in  1915,  $1,- 
033.45,  and,  in  1916,  $959.24,  was  charged  against  this  depre- 
ciation reserve.  It  is,  however,  apparent  that  only  minor  replace- 
ments were  made  during  those  years.  Conceding  that  one  of  the 
purposes  of  a  depreciation  fund  is  to  provide  for  future  replace- 
ments by  reason  of  inadequacy  and  obsolescence,  yet  there  seems 
to  be  no  necessity  for  sO  large  a  fund  as  petitioner  seeks  to  create. 
Deducting  frcnn  the  allowance  made  by  the  Commission's  en- 
gineering staff  of  $8,877.71,  the  average  amount  expended  in 
1915  and  1016,  there  remains  an  annual  unexpended  balance  of 
$2,881.47,  which  appears  to  be  ample  for  all  requirements. 
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Operating  Revenues  and  Expenses. 

Petitioner  submitted  exhibits  showing  the  operating  revenues 
and  expenses  of  this  exchange.  Exhibit  Xo.  43,  covering  the 
year  1915,  shows  a  net  income  of  $6,500.08,  from  which  is  de- 
deducted  $5,904.25  as  an  allowance  for  accruing  depreciation. 
This  exhibit  assumes  the  equity  of  charging  the  entire  operating 
expenses  of  the  exchange,  both  toll  and  local,  to  local  exchange 
service,  and  of  crediting  revenues  with  only  25  per  cent  of  the 
toll  revenue  originating  within  the  exchange  area.  It  is  further 
assumed  that  25  per  cent  of  the  originating  toll  revenues  is  a  rea- 
sonable allowance,  and  is  compensatory  for  service  rendered  by 
the  local  exchange  to  the  toll  system.  It  is  not  contended  in  this 
case  that  such  an  allowance  bears  any  relation  whatever  to  the 
cost  of  performing  the  service.  It  is  claimed  that,  as  petitioner 
makes  such  a  payment  to  local  exchanges  operated  by  independent 
companies  for  toll  business  originated  by  them,  that  it  is  a  fair 
allowance  to  make  to  its  own  exchanges.  This  allowance  may  or 
may  not  be  ample,  depending  entirely  upon  circumstances  exist- 
ing at  each  individual  exchange. 

This  Commission  has  had  no  occasion  heretofore  to  formally 
pass  on  this  question,  and  has  not  directly  or  indirectly  given 
its  approval  to  this  adjustment. 

[3,  4]  The  Wellington  exchange,  in  addition  to  furnishing 
local  exchange  service,  is  used  as  a  toll  center  for  petitioner's 
toll  lines,  and  a  large  volume  of  toll  business  not  originating  on 
the  local  exchange  is  handled  through  this  office.  It  is  not  likely 
that  the  25  per  cent  conunission  usually  allowed  on  originating 
toll  business  was  ever  intended  to  compensate  for  the  handling  of 
a  large  volume  of  through  business  in  addition  to  the  messages 
originated  locally ;  moreover,  the  method  followed  by  petitioner 
soems  to  assume  that  toll  business  is  an  unimportant  and  inci- 
dental branch  of  the  telephone  business.  Such  is  not  the  case. 
The  annual  report  of  this  petitioner  for  the  year  ending  June 
80,  1915,  shows  that  toll  revenues  amounted  ti)  32  per  cent  of 
its  total  telephone  business  in  Kansas.  For  the  year  ending  De- 
cember 31,  1915  (exhibit  43),  toll  revenues  of  the  Wellington 
exchange  amounted  to  81.92  per  cent  of  its  total  revenues.  In 
order  to  test  the  reasonablenesa  of  ezahange  rates  now  under  con- 
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sideration,  it  is  necessary  to  make  a  fair  and  proper  apportion- 
ment of  expenses  between  local  exchange  service  and  toll  service. 
^The  principle  is  well  settled  that,  in  testing  the  reasonableness  of 
a  rate  for  a  specific  service,  there  must  be  determined  the  amount 
of  expenses  properly  assignable  to  such  service,  and  the  value  of 
the  property  used,  according  to  the  extent  of  its  employment  in 
performing  such  service.  We  have  in  this  case  a  telephone  utility 
furnishing  two  distinct  services,  incurring  expenses  and  employ- 
ing property  in  common  in  performing  such  services;  and  the 
problem  presented  is  to  make  an  'equitable  division  of  such  com- 
mon expenses  and  property  between  these  two  important  branches 
of  the  service.  Different  views  are  held  by  those  familiar  with 
the  subject ;  and  one  question  necessary  to  a  proper  determination 
of  the  problem,  so  far  as  we  know,  has  never  been  definitely 
passed  upon  by  court  or  commission,  and  that  is,  whether  the  toll 
business  should  carry  expenses  from  toll  board  to  toll*  board  only, 
and  that  such  business  between  the  subscribers^  station  and  the 
toll  board  should  be  regarded  as  a  part  of  the  exchange  service ; 
or  whether  toll  service  should  be  regarded  as  a  separate  branch 
of  the  business  from  the  originating  subscribers*  station  to  the 
terminating  subscribers'  station,  and,  retaining  its  identity  as 
such,  should  bear  its  just  proportion  of  all  expenses.  In  the 
opinion  of  this  Commission,  the  latter  method  should  be  applied 
when  there  is  a  common  ownership  of  local  exchange  and  toll 
properties,  as  in  this  case,  and  therefore  a  division  of  the  ex- 
penses has  been  made  accordingly,  and  the  results  are  hereinafter 
shown. 

[5]  The  method  followed  by  petitioner  in  assigning  to  the 
Wellington  exchange  25  per  cent  of  the  toll  revenues  originating 
locally  places  that  exchange  upon  the  same  basis  as  an  inde- 
pendently operated  exchange.  If  this  methocl  is  to  be  followed 
the  expenses  of  the  Wellington  exchange  should  also  be  placed 
upon  the  basis  of  an  independent  exchange;  in  other  words,  it 
18  fundamentally  wrong  to  treat  the  Wellington  exchange  as  if 
it  were  operated  by  an  independent  company  as  far  as  an  allows 
ance  of  revenue  from  the  toll  business  is  concerned,  and  at  the 
same  time  to  assume  that  it  should  bear  a  proportion  of  all  over- 
head and  other  expenses  of  a  large  organization  maintained  to  a 
considerable  extent  for  the  benefit  of  the  toll  business,  and  that 
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it  Bhould  also  bear  the  expense  of  the  additional  operators  neces- 
sary to  check  and  transmit  the  toll  business  originating  at  other 
points. 

While  the  extensive  and  complex  organization  maintained  by 
the  Southwestern  BeU  Telephone  Company  may  be  necessary  for 
the  efficient  management  of  a  business  of  such  vast  magnitude 
as  it  transacts,  yet  ft  would  be  unfair  and  unjust  to  local  ex- 
change subscribers  to  charge  them  higher  rates  for  their  service 
than  would  be  necessary  to  maintain  similar  service  by  an  inde- 
pendent company;  consequently >it  is  essential  that  the  toll  service 
should  bear  its  just  proportion  of  all  the  expenses  incurred  in  the 
operation  of  the  exchange. 

Petitioner's  exhibits  40  and  43  show  the  expenses  assigned  to 
the  Wellington  exchange  for  the  years  1914  and  1915,  respective- 
ly. Some  of  these  expenses  are  direct,  others  are  prorated  cur- 
rently in  the  regular  course  of  business,  while  still  others  were 
prorated  for  the  purposes  of  this  case. " 

[6]  In  table  No.  2,  which  follows,  a  division  is  made  of  such 
expenses  as  are  shown  in  exhibit  43  for  the  year  1915  between 
local  exchange  service  and  toll  service.  All  the  figures  presented 
by  the  petitioner  have  been  used  excepting  in  one  instance.  In 
the  item  of  ^^advertising,"  an  examination  of  the  detailed  records 
shows  that  of  the  direct  expense  of  $195.77  charged  to  the  Well-, 
ington  exchange  $126.86  was  charged  in  the  month  of  November, 
1915.  Upon  inquiry  it  developed  that  a  large  amoimt  of  adver- 
tising was  done  in  that  month  in  connection  with  this  application. 
It  would  be  unfair  to  use  such  an  expense  for  the  purpose  of 
testing  the  reasonableness  of  rates,  and  there  has  been  eliminated 
$100  of  this  amount,  still  leaving  a  greater  charge  than  for  any 
other  month. 

The  division  of  expenses  between  local  exchange  and  toll  serv- 
ice in  the  foregoing  table  has  been  made  upon  the  following 
bases: 

The  petitioner  furnished  copies  of  peg  counts  made  during 
the  year  1915,  which  were  used  as  a  basis  for  the  apportionment. 
The  average  for  the  whole  year  was  thus  available,  and  it  was 
possible  by  making  certain  detailed  studies  to  obtain  sufficient 
information  for  use  in  this  case. 
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TABLE  NO.  2. 
Tbe  Mlasoorl  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company,  Wellington,  Kansas  Bxehange. 
Operating  expenses  for  the  year  ended  December  81,  1915. 


Account 


Maintenance  Expenses, 

$01<>-Repalr8  supervision 

602— Repairs  aerial  plant  

COft^&epalrs  underground  plant   

G04 — Repairs  central  ofBce  equipment 

€06 — Itepairs  subscribers*  station  

606 — Repairs    bnlldings    

€OT~Station  removal  and  changes  ... 


Total 

CU—Less  repairs  charged  reserves 


Total  corrent  repairs  ... 

Traffic  Expenses, 

621— Traffic  superintendence   . 

C22~Servioe  inspection  

62&— Operating  clerical  c^es 

624 — Operators'  wages  

626— Rest  and  lunch  room  .... 


627 — Operators'    schooling 

623— Transmission  power  

62d— Central  office  stationery  and   print- 

^        Ing    

621— Miscellaneous  central  office  expenses 

6S2~Pay  station  expenses  

633— Other  traffic  expenses   


Petitioner's 
Figures, 
Exhibit 
No.  43. 


Total    , 

Commcretal  Expenses, 

640—10   general    commercial    admlnistra 

tlon    

640—30   local    commercial   administration 

642— Advertising 

643— Canvassing   ^ 

646— Revenue  accounting  , 

647— Revenue   collecting   

648— Pay  station  commission  

649— Directory  expense   

650--Other  commercial  expenses  


Total 


General  Expenses. 

660— General  office  salaries  and  wages  ... 

663— General  office  expenses  

667— General  law  expenses  

668— Insurance    

669— Accidents  and  damages  

670— Law    expenses    in    connection    with 

damages    

672— Relief  department  and  pensions  .... 
63S— Other  general  expenses  


Total    

Total  operating  exi^enses 


1308.20 
874.71 

■••■■■ 

407.28 

739.77 
15,99 

707.27 


13,143.32 
473.60 


^,669.72 


1278.06 

.15 

120.00 

8,781.27 
40.84 

241.67 

72.00 

230.68 

31.13 

13.15 


14,903.84 


1549.92 

523.54 

•194.81 

508.60 

766.69 

652.75 

74.43 

261.76 

.34 


13,531.74 


1366.88 

86.T7 

148.26 

T7.43 

7.84 


112.12 

71.49 


1865.29 


$11,970.59 


Assigned  by  Commission. 


To    Exchange 
Service. 


$302.34 
868.09 

•  •  ■  ■  ■  ■ 

487.98 

725.71 

15.69 

693.84 


13,083.60 
464.60 


$2,619.00 


$170.88 
.10 

75.86 
2,374.64 

25.65 

••■■■• 

214.57 

45.22 
144.80 


8.26 


$8,068.98 


$827.81 
312.08 
194.81 
303.18 
228.38 
476.96 

261.76 
.20 


$2,106.18 

$256.80 

60.82 

100.41 

75.96 

5.60 

78.58 
60.11 


$628.18 


$8,411.29 


To  Toll 
Service. 


$6.86 
16.62 

"9.46 

14.06 

.80 

13.43 


$69.72 
9.00 


$60.72 


$108.72 

.06 

44.64 

1,406.63 
15.19 

127.10 

26.78 

86.78 

81.13 

489 


$1,844.91 


$222.11 
2U.46 

206.42 

537.21 

176.79 

74.43 


.14 


$1,426.56 


$ioej» 

26.96 
48.86 

1.47 
2.34 


83.54 

21.38 


$237.11 


$3,569.30 


^  Reduced  $100  as  explained. 

The  stiidy  made  of  toll  calls  which  originated  in  Wellington 
piroper  and  in  the  tributary  stations  gave  a  ratio  between  the  two 
at  Hie  time  of  the  study,  and  this  ratio  was  assumed  to  be  ap- 
plicable to  the  period  covered  by  the  peg  count.  A  division  was 
made  ox  the  total  toll  calls  on  this  basis.  A  similar  division  was 
made  for  the  inward  calls. 

[7]  Maintenance  expenses  are  divided  between  local  exchange 
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and  toll  on  a  line  and  instrument  use  basis.  The  relative  num- 
ber of  calls  chargeable  to  local  exchange  and  to  tell  were  ob- 
tained from  the  1915  peg  counts.  The  calls  counted  in  the  local 
peg  count  include  all  toll  calls  originating  at  the  subscribers' 
stations,  as  these  come  to  thd  local  operator  first  and  are  tninked 
to  the  toll  position.  About  10  per  cent  of  the  toll  calls  are  from 
pay  stations,  so  that  only  approximately  90  per  cent  of  these  need 
to  be  deducted  from  the  local  calls  as  counted  in  order  to  make  the 
necessary  correction.  Each  originating  local  exchange  call  is 
charged  with  two  line  and  instrument  uses.  Each  originating 
toll  call  is  charged  with  two  line  and  instrument  uses,  and  each 
inward  toll  call  is  charged  with  one  use. 

The  coefficients  used  here  for  the  toll  line  and  instrument  uses 
are  each  the  absolute  minimum.  It  is  believed  that,  if  a  detailed 
study  were  made  of  this  traffic  that  coefficient  of  at  least  3  for 
outward  calls  and  2  for  inward  calls  would  be  found  to  be  more 
exact.  The  coefficients  used  are  based  on  the  fact  that  the  sub- 
scriber must  call  in  and  place  his  call  with  the  toll  operator,  thus 
making  one  use.  When  the  operator  reaches  the  party  called,  she 
must  call  the  subscriber  to  the  telephone  again  to  talk,  making  a 
second  use.  Usually,  however,  the  line  is  used  several  times  for 
making  reports  on  the  calls,  so  that  the  coefficient  2  is  undoubted- 
ly too  small.  On  inward  calls  it  is  necessary  at  times  to  make  a 
number  of  uses  of  the  line  in  order  to  locate  the  particular  party 
called.  The  coefficients  3  and  2,  if  used,  would  give  96.7  per 
cent  to  local  exchange  and  3.3  per  cent  to  toll  service,  instead  of 
08.1  per  cent  to  local  exchange  and  1.9  per  cent  to  toll  service,  as 
used. 

From  the  uses  calculated  on  the  above  basis  the  per  cent 
chargeable  to  toll  and  the  per  cent  cbargeable  to  local  exchange 
are  obtained,  and  the  amounts  chargeable  to  local  exchange  and 
to  toll  service  obtained  by  applying  these  percentages  to  the  total 
maintenance  expenses. 

[8,  9]  Traffic  expenses  are  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  oper- 
ator units  used  in  handling  the  calls  according  to  the  peg  counts 
for  the  year  1915.  The  coefficients  applied  in  equating  the  calls 
are  based  on  the  relative  amount  of  time  required  to  handle  the 
various  classes,  using  the  time  needed  to  handle  one  local  city 
call  as  one  unit.    Account  No.  632,  pay  station  expenses^  how- 
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ever,  is  all  charged  to  toll,  as  this  is  a  strictly  toll  expense.    Were 
it  possible  to  go  more  thoroughly  into  the  analysis,  some  of  the 
other  aecounts  might  be  apportioned  on  a  different  basis,  but  it 
is  believed  that  the  results  would  not  be  sufficiently  affected  to. 
justify  such  a  detailed  study  as  would  be  necessary  to  make  the 
more  exact  apportionment. 
Commercial  expenses  have  been  assigned  as  follows : 
General  and  local  commercial^  administration  and  canvassing, 
were  divided  upon  the  basis  of  the  division  of  other  commercial- 
expense  accounts.    The  amount  charged  to  canvassing  is  practi- 
cally all  an  arbitrary  division  of  the  salary  of  the  manager  and 
cashier  at  Wellington. 

Advertising,  while  probably  properly  assignable  to  toll  serv- 
ice, has  all  been  assigned  to  exchange  service,  due  to  lack  of 
specific  data. 

Directory  expense  has  also  been  assigned  wholly  to  exchange 
service. 
Pay  station  commission  has  all  been  assigned  to  toll. 
Revenue  accounting  has  been  assigned  on  the  basis  of  the  pay 
rolls  of  the  accounting  bureau,  maintained  at  Wichita,  Kansas. 
The  pay  roll  of  this  bureau  for  March,  1915,  amounted  to 
$882.50.  Of  this  amount  the  pay  rolls  indicate  that  $365  is 
(Aargeable  directly  to  toll  service,  $392.50  is  common  between 
local  exchange  and  toll  service,  and  $125  is  for  supervision. 
During  the  year  there  were  14,148  accounts  at  Wellington;  of 
these  8,935  .were  without  and  5,213  with  toll  charges.  Con- 
sidering the  exchange  rental  charge  as  one  unit  and  the  toll  charge 
as  two  units,  there  were  10,426  toll  units  and  14,148  local  ex- 
change units.  The  common  expense  has  been  divided  on  this 
basis,  and  the  supervisory  expense  has  been  divided  on  the  basis 
of  assigned  charges,  and  a  percentage  established  which  has  been 
applied  to  the  amount  shown  in  exhibit  43.  The  accounts  with 
the  toll  charges  are  assumed  as  two  units,  for  the  reason  that  the 
ledger  clerks  enter  said  toll  charges  upon  such  bills  with  a  pen, 
while  the  rental  bills  are  made  out  on  a  machine  at  the  Kansas 
City  office.  The  expense  incident  to  rental  bills  does  not  appear 
on  the  Wichita  ofSee  pay  roll,  but  it  is  a  very  small  amount  and 
its  effect  on  this  percentage  would  be  negligible. 
Revenue  collecting  has  been  divided  upon  the  basis  of  the 
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number  of  acoonnts, — 14,148  local  exchange  and  5,213  toll  units. 
This  assumes  that  the  same  time  is  ccmsnmed  in  collecting  a  local 
exchange  rental  and  a  toll  diarge,  whereas  the  toll  charge  un- 
doubtedly consumes  more  time,  as  subscribers  are  more  likely  to 
question  toll  charges,  making  it  necessary  to  look  up  tickets  and 
give  lengthy  explanations.  Since  no  time  tests  ivere  made,  the 
minimum  charge  to  the  toll  sendee  was  used. 

General  expenses,  except  insurance,  have  all  been  divided  on 
the  basis  of  the  division  of  all  preceding  accounts. 

It  is  not  the  intention  at  this  time  to  criticize  the  method 
employed  by  petitioner  in  prorating  expenses  among  its  various 
exchanges,  yet  it  seems  necessary  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  as  a  practical  proposition  this  method  undoubtedly  does  as- 
sign more  expenses  to  the  smaller  exchanges  than  those  incurred 
by  similar  exchanges  when  independently  operated.  It  may 
be  pertinent  to  call  attention  here  to  one  item  of  prorated  ex- 
penses. The  pay  rolls  of  the  accounting  bureau  at  Wichita  for 
the  month  of  December,  1917,  show  that  one  ledger  clerk,  who 
received  $45  per  month,  handled  the  accounts  for  Wellington, 
Augusta,  and  part  of  the  Wichita  accounts.  The  number  of  such 
accounts  were: 

Wellington    1,197 

Augusta    779 

WichiU    2,948 

Total    4,918 

The  Wellington  proportion  of  the  $45  was  24.3  .per  cent,  or 
$10.94.  The  toll  reports  for  this  exchange  were  made  by  two 
employees,  who  during  the  greater  part  of  the  time  were  en- 
gaged in  other  work.  These  two  clerks  received  in  the  aggriegate 
$70  per  month.  They  spent  a  total  of  twenty  seven  and  one  half 
hours  per  month  making  toll  reports  for  Anthony  and  Welling- 
ton, involving  2,296  tickets  for  Anthony  and  2,244  tickets  for 
Wellington.  The  expense  chargeable  to  Wellington  was  there- 
fore less  than  $5,  and  the  total  for  both  the  ledger  clerk  and  toll- 
report  clerks  was  not  to  exceed  $15  per  month,  or  $180  per 
year,  assuming  this  was  an  average  month.  It  is  true  that  this 
amount  does  not  include  a  small  expense  incident  to  making  the 
exchange  bills  at  Kansas  City,  and  a  small  portion  of  the  time 
of  two  calculating-machine  operators  and  two  tol]>ticket  sorters. 
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The  cost  of  stationery  and  postage  should  be  added.  There  wa? 
prorated  to  this  exchange  a  portion  of  the  salary  of  a  supervisor 
of  the  bureau,  a  ledger  supervisor,  a  toll  supervisor,  a  clerk  for 
special  work,  and  other  overhead  expenses.  Beference  to  table 
Xo.  2  shows  the  charge  against  the  Wellington  exchange  for  1915 
for  revenue  accounting  to  be  $765.59. 

[10,  11]  An  income  account  follows,  which  is  designated 
table  No.  3 : 

TABLE  NO.  8. 

The  Missouri  k  Kansas  Telephone  Company,  Wellington,  Kansas,  Exchange. 

Income  statement  for  the  year  ended  December  81,  1915. 


Petitioner's 
Exhibit, 
No.   48. 

Assigned  by 

Commission. 

« 

To   Exchange 

Service. 

To  Ton 
Service. 

Rxchfln?**  Rpryice  revenues  ^^ .,,.,,. 

818.028.28 
2,118.74 

55142 

235.11 

1.68 

818,028.28 

661.42 

164.79 

1.68 

Toll   service   revenues    (25%  commission 

nnri    nnliMir    tfAtna^     - 

82.118.74 

Miscellaneoua  Operating  Revenues, 
fiS^^Advertislns  and  directory  t . . . 

524— Rents  from  other  operating  property 
525— Other  miscellaneoos  revenues   

70.32 

Total  telephone  operating   revenues 
527— Licensee  revetaue.  Dr.— R^hts,  privi- 
leges   and    use    of    property— Bell 
fivstem    ••... 

820,938.23 
886.69 

818,749.17 
886.60 

82,189.06 

Total     

820.052.64 
11.970.59 

817,863.58 
8,411.29 

82,189.06 

Total  ooeratins  ezoenses  ............ 

3,559.30 

Net  oDeratinsT  revenue 

88,062.06 

89.452.29 

81,870.24 

Dedueiinne  from  Operating  Revenues, 

104— Uncollectable  operating  revenue  .... 
205— Taxes  assignable  to  operations  

825.26 
857.29 

817.26 
841.00 

88.01 
16.29 

Total   deductions 

8882.56 

7,199.50 

8.74 

1858.26 

8,594.04 

8.74 

824.80 
1,894.54 

Net  oneratiufir  Income 

NonoDcratlnir  revenues 

Gross  income    .  a\ . . . .  a 

87,208.24 
1694.46 

8.80 
4.90 

88,602.78 
8400.76 

8.63 
3.43 

81,394.54 

Deduciione  from  Oroe»  Income, 

331— Rent  deduction   for  telephone  office 
832— Estimated  rent  for  use  of  toll  poles 
outside    of    limits    of    Wellington 
carrying  exchange  circuits:  88  con- 
tacts at  10  cents  each  per  annum  .. 
884— Miscellaneous  rent  deductions  

8184.70 

.17 
1.47 

Total    deductions    

8608.i6 

6.600.08 
3.877.71 

8421.82 

8.180.96 
3,804.03 

8186.34 

Net  income  before  deducting  for  depre- 
ciation     

1,580.88 

Depreciation  (Commission's  engineer)   .. 

73.68 

Net  amount   applicable  to   a   return 
upon  the  property  

82,722.37 

84.876.93 

81.654.66* 

*  This  sum  should  be  absorbed  by  gross  toll  revenues  not  included  herein. 

The  operating  revenues  shown  herein  are  taken  from  peti- 
tioner's exhihit  No.  43,  and  the  division  between  local  exchange 
and  toll  service  is  direct.     Operating  expenses  are  taken  from 
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table  No.  2,  heretofore  given.     The  other  income  items  are  also 
taken  from  exhibit  No.  43. 

Rents  from  other  operating  property  have  been  divided  the 
same  as  general  expenses  divide. 

Licensee  revenue.  Dr.  $885.59,  represents  an  amount   paid 
to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  a  contract  existing  between  that  company 
and  this  petitioner,  commonly  known  and  referred  to   as   the 
"4^  per  cent  agreement."    This  per  cent  is  paid  by  petitioner  on 
its  gross  annual  income  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  for  the  rental  of  transmitters,  receivers,  and  induction 
coils,   and  for  other  valuable  and  expert  services  which    it   is 
claimed  the  parent  company  renders  petitioner.     The  testimony 
shows  that  the  equipment  furnished  by  the  parent  company  can 
be  bought  upon  the  open  market  by  anyone  desiring  the  same. 
The  officials  and  department  heads  of  petitioner  are  highly  quali- 
fied and  expert  men,  whose  salaries  and  other  expenses  are  ap- 
portioned to  each  local  exchange  as  has  been  heretofore  shown. 
It  would  seem,  therefore,  that  this  petitioner  is  fully  equipped 
to  properly  solve  any  problems  connected  with  its  business   at 
Wellington  without  further  assistance.    Considering  the  relation- 
ship existing  between  the  companies  in  question,  this  item  has 
the  appearance  of  being  an  arbitrary  charge.     It  will  suffice  to 
say  that  the  inclusion  of  this  amount  is  not  approved,  although  it 
has  been  used  in  table  No.  3,  since  the  elimination  of  it  and  the 
substitution  of  other  allowances  would  have  made  no  material 
differences  in  the  results  in  the  case  at  bar. 

Uncollectable  operating  revenues  are  apportioned  on  the  basis 
of  exchange  revenues. 

Taxes  are  apportioned  on  the  line  and  instrument  use  basis. 

Rent  deductions  for  telephone  office  are  apportioned  accord- 
ing to  the  use  made  of  the  property.  The  local  portion  is  divided 
on  the  traffic,  plant,  and  commercial  basis,  according  to  the  space 
used. 

m 

SUMMARY. 

[12]  Reference  has  heretofore  been  made  to  the  business-resi- 
dence combination  rate  maintained  by  petitioner,  which  is  25 

cents  per  month  less  than  its  published  rates.     On  March  1, 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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1917,  the  number  of  subscribers  receiving  this  preferential  rate 
had  increased  to  162.  The  present  rate  for  individual  line  resi- 
dence service  is  $1.25,  being  the  same  rate  as  that  maintained  for 
two-party  line  service,  causing  a  discrimination  t^at  should  not 
exist.  Increasing  the  individual  line  residence  rate  to  $1.50 
per  month  would  correct  this  situation.  On  December  31,  1915, 
there  were  261  individual  line  residence  telephones  in  service  at 
Wellington.  If  the  rate  for  this  service  were  increased  to  $1.50 
per  month  and  the  combination  rate  heretofore  referred  to^elimi- 
nated,  the  revenues  of  petitioner  would  be  increased  $1,107  per 
anniiin,  which,  when  added  to  $4,376.93,  the  net  income  available 
for  return  on  property  (as  shown  by  table  No.  3)  would  increase 
the  available  net  income  to  $5,483.93.  This  sum  will  yield  a 
return  at  a  rate  of  8.95  per  cent  per  annum  on  $61,296,  which  is 
the  reproducti(m  cost  new,  not  depreciated,  as  determined  by  the 
Commission's  engineering  staff.  It  would  also  provide  a  rate  of 
return  of  11.99  per  cent  upon  $45,738,  the  reproduction  cost 
new,  less  depreciation,  as  determined  by  the  engineering  staff, 
and  8.26  per  cent  upon  $66,896,  the  original  cost  of  the  property 
(exclusive  of  right  of  way),  plus  the  working  capital,  as  shown 
by  testimony  heretofore  referred  to.     (See  table  No.  1») 

An  examination  of  the  petitioner's  books  shows  that  its  net 
income  at  Wellington  for  1916  exceeded  that  for  1915  by 
$991.84,  which  amounts  to  22.66  per  cent.  The  additions  to 
the  property  during  the  year  amounted  to  only  $633.65.  This 
seems  to  indicate  that  the  net  income  of  this  exchange  will  in- 
crease rather  than  diminish,  and  further  demonstrates  the  rea- 
sonableness of  the  conclusions  hereinafter  expressed. 

[13]  The  petitiotner  contends  ^at  it  will  be  necessary  to 
make  large  expenditures  for  additions  to  this  property  in  the 
near  future.  Owing  to  present  high  prices  of  material  and 
labor,  due  to  war  conditions,  it  is  unlikely  that  extensions  be- 
yond such  as  are  absolutely  necessary  will  be  made  at  this  time. 
f  It  is  not  the  policy  of  the  Commission,  in  considering,  rate  ques- 
tions, to  anticipate  expenditures  which  may  be  necessary  at 
some  future  time.  It  would  be  impracticable  to  fix  rates  based 
on  conditions  that  may  obtain  in  the  future.  If  large  additional 
expenditures   are   actually   made,    a   new   condition   would   be 
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created,  requiring  further  conBideration  of  this  question  by  the 
Commission  based  on  the  then  existing  facts. 

It  should  be  noted  that  no  division  has  been  made  herein  of 
the  local  exchange  property  between  exchange  and  toll  on  the 
basis  of  use,  as  was  done  in  the  apportionment  of  operating  ex- 
penses. The  amount  of  the  property  chargeable  to  toll  in  this 
case  is  less  than  2  per  cent,  and  may  therefore  be  ignored  in  this 
procedure.  This  action  in  no  way  modifies  the  general  views 
of  thg  Conmiission  in  regard  to  this  matter  as  herein  expressed. 

CONCLUSION. 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  the  testimony  submitted  and 
in  view  of  the  facts  presented  herein,  the  Commission  finds  that 
the  petitioner  should  be  authorized  to  file  and  pubtish  an 
amended  schedule  of  rates  providing  for  a  charge  of  $1.50  per 
month  per  telephone  for  individual-line  residence  service,  and 
should  be  required  to  remove  the  discrimination  incident  to  the 
business-residence  combination  rate  herein  referred  to,  and  also 
the  charging  of  the  same  rate  for  both  individual-line  and  party- 
line  dwelling  house  service.  All  other  rates  are  to  remain  as 
now  in  force. 

An  order  will  issue  accordingly. 

Note. — ^Telephone  apportionment 

In  Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (1910)  2  P.  S.  G.  {2d  Dist  N.  T.) 
710,  739,  it  was  said:  "It  is  impossible  in  this  case  to  determine 
the  investment  needed  to  perform  the  toll  service,  owing  to  the  fact 
that  the  same  instrumentalities  are  used  in  the  toll  service  and  in  the 
local  service.  It  is  impossible  to  determine  the  cost  of  the  toll  serv- 
ice separately  from  that  of  the  local  service,  for  the  reascm  that  the 
greater  portion  of  the  costs  of  %oth  is  joint  cost  and  there  is  no  way 
of  allocating  the  proper  proportion  of  the  joint  cost  to  each  branch 
of  service.  This  proposition  is  very  clearly  stated  by  the  president  of 
the  company  in  the  following  language :  'As  I  intimated  a  moment 
ago,  it  is  impossible  to  say  exactly  what  any  branch  of  the  business 
earns  in  and  of  itself.  It  is  impossible  for  us,  for  example,  to  segre- 
gate the  cost  of  conducting  traffic  across  the  East  river  between 
Brooklyn  and  Manhattan  with  exactness,  because  the  same  tele- 
phones, the  same  cables,  the  same  conduits,  the  same  building,  the 
same  switchboards,  the  same  operators,  handle  the  different  classes 
of  traffic.  It  is  impossible  to  segregate  them  with  exactness,  and 
when  we  attempt  to  segregate  them  we  have  to  make  assumptions 
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according  to  our  best  judgment  and  get  the  results  as  best  we  can. 
I  say  this  because  it  is  impossible  to  say  with  exactness  just  what  we 
cam  in  New  York  city  and  just  what  we  earn  in  Manhattan  as  re- 
lated to  the  investment  in  Manhattan/  " 

In  Columbus  Advancement  Asso.  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co,  (1910) 
^  Wis.  B.  C.  414,  420,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  said:    "In  the 
separation  of  expenses  between  exchange  and  toll,  floor  space  has 
li^n  employed  as  the  basis.    A  field  inspection,  and  an  examination 
of  the  blue  prints  showing  the  arrangements,  suggest  a  somewhat 
different  division  than  that  made  by  respondent.    As  a  result  about 
^6  per  cent  of  the  item  is  charged  to  toll,  as  compared  with  about 
^2  per  cent  according  to  the  respondent's  division.    This  item,  how- 
ever, is  likewise  so  small  that  a  proper  division  has  scientific  rather 
*han  practical  interest.*^ 

In  Re  Interurban  Teleph-  Co.  (1911)  6  Wis.  H.  C.  647,  650,  the 
W'isconsin  Commission  said :  "In  cases  where  such  separation  is  pos- 
sible, toll  investment,  earnings,  and  expenses  should  be  treated  with- 
^^t  reference  to  the  various  exchanges.    In  this  case,  however,  it  has 
^®ii  impossible  to  make  any  separation  whatever  of  expenses,  as 
bet\reen  exchange  and  toll  systems.     The  separation  of  investment 
^^  the  toll  system  from  the  exchange  investment  has  been  a  simple 
^MiteT,  and  toll  earnings  at  each  exchange  are  reported  independent- 
M  ^^  exchange  earnings.  In  cases  where  expenses  cannot  be  separated, 
\iowever,  as  between  exchange  and  toll,  it  becomes  necessary,  in  order 
to  make  a  statement  of  the  condition  of  each  exchange,  to  apportion 
the  investment  in  the  toll  system  among  the  various  exchanges, 
^at  the  basis  of  this  final  apportionment  should  be  may  be  a  mat- 
fer  of  dispute.    The  investment  in  the  different  exchange  systems  is 
Simply  one  index,  and  probably  not  the  most  satisfactory  one.    Other 
*hings  being  equal,  the  toll  business  might  be  expected  to  be  propor- 
tionate to  the  number  of  patrops  of  an  exchange  and  in  a  general  way 
^  ^be    exchange  investment.    The  toll  investment  depends  to  some 
extent,  of  course,  upon  the  distance  to  be  covered,  and  to  some  extent 
^^pon  the  use  to  which  the  toll  system  is  put.    In  a  case  like  this  one, 
*fere  all  of  the  exchanges  are  served  through  the  toll  system,  it  does 
not  aj>pear  possible  to  apportion  the  toll  investment  directly  to  the 
various  exchanges.    Some  ratio  must  be  used,  based  upon  conditions 
^the  business.    If  the  distances  covered  are  equal,  it  seems  that  the 
T^**  Practical  basis  of  apportionment  is  the  basis  of  toll  business 
"oae  thi^ough  the  separate  exchanges.    This  is  not  entirely  satisfac- 
^^y,  bu^t;  with  the  information  available,  it  seems  to  be  the  best  basis 
or  Use  in  this  case.    The  diflSculty  in  using  this  basis  is  that  the  toll 
usinea^  of  the  three  exchanges  varies  from  year  to  year.'^ 
^^  It^  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  (1913)  13  Wis.  B.  C.  640,  562,  the 
P^in?^^^-^gcs  of  rural  property  assigned  to  different  exchanges  were 
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determined  by  taking  an  average  of  the  results  obtaiiM^  bj  the  nie 

of  the  following  two  methods : 

1.  Bural  property  was  divided  according  to  the  number  of  mrml 
phones  paying  rental  to  the  various  exchanges. 

2.  From  data  at  hand  the  total  wire  mileage  of  each  exchange 
was  estimated  and  the  percentage  to  be  apportioned  to  each  exchange 
was  computed. 

The  Commission  said  that  the  results  obtained  by  the  two  methods 
were  very  nearly  identical,  and  that  it  was  believed  tliat  an  average 
of  results  represented  a  fair  division  of  the  rural  property. 

For  a  discussion  of  methods  of  apportionment  of  expenses  between 
exchange  operation  and  toll  operation^  sec  Pavne  t.  Wisconsin 
Teleph.  Co.  (1909)  4  Wis.  R.  C.  1,  36. 

Telephone  operating  expenses  were  apportioned  between  stations 
owned  by  the  company  and  stations  owned  by  subscribers  on  the 
basis  of  the  number  of  stations  owned  bv  each  class,  to  salaries  of 
.manager  and  bookkeeper,  general  office  expense,  postage,  printing 
and  supplies,  office  rent,  light  and  heat,  and  bad  accounts;  and  on 
the  basis  of  the  number  of  lines  owned  by  each  class,  to  central  sta- 
tion and  cable  expense  and  insurance.  Re  Mississippi  Valley  Teleph. 
Co.  (111.)  No.  4663,  Sept.  6,  1916. 

In  Re  .Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  supra,  the  apportionment  of  the  total 
expenses  of  a  telephone  company  for  lines  connecting  with  a  second 
exchange  to  the  subscribers  on  those  lines  and  to  the  second  ex- 
change was  made  on  the  basis  of  the  division  of  operator's  time  be- 
tween the  two  classes  of  service. 

General  expenses  were  apportioned  as  overhead  to  the  other  ex- 
penses. Commercial  expenses  were  apportioned  according  to  the 
ratio  of  the  number  of  foreign  lines  for  a  particular  class  of  service 
to  the  total  number  of  a  company's  subscribers  served  by  the  ex- 
change. 

In  Columbus  Advancement  Asso.  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  (11>10) 
4  Wis.  R.  C.  41-1,  419,  it  was  held  improper  to  apportion  miscellane- 
ous advertising  and  canvassing  expense  between  the  various  ex- 
changes on  the  basis  of  direct  expenses  incurred  by  the  exchange  for 
advertising,  since  this  method  resulted  in  unusual  portions  of  mis- 
cellaneous advertising  and  canvassing  being  charged  against  an  ex- 
change in  years  during  which  that  exchange  is  incurring  unusual 
expenditures  for  advertising  and  canvassing.  It  was  held  that  earn- 
ings constituted  a  safer  and  more  stable  basis  for  the  apportionment. 
The  Commission  said:  "Miscellaneous  maintenance  and  current  re- 
pair expenses  have  generally  been  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the 
direct  expenses  for  salaries  and  wages  under  this  head.  This  basis 
is  probably  correct,  but  the  miscellaneous  has  usually  been  appor- 
tioned without  first  deducting  that  portion  of  the  total  current  repair 
'direct  salaries  and  wages'  which  belongs  to  toll,  and  the  total  amount 
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thus  -apportioned  has  then  been  charged  to  exchange.  By  first  de- 
ducting the  toll  portion,  the  exact  amount  rfpportionable  to  exchange 
is  obtained." 

In  Re  Muscoda  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (1913)  11  Wis.  R.  C.  666,  cen- 
tral office  telephone  expenses  were  apportioned  among  the  city,  the 
rural,  and  the  rural  connecting  lines  of  the  company,  on  the  basis 
of  the  percentages  obtained  from  a  traffic  analysis. 

In  Re  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  (1913)  13  Wis.  R.  C.  540,  570,  cen- 
tral office  supplies  and  expenses  and  maintenance  of  a  telephone  com- 
pany were  apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the  total  number  of  lines  of 
^'ach  class  connected  to  the  switchboard.  Central  oflSce  operating 
labor  was  apportioned  between  different  exchanges  on  the  basis  of  a 
traffic  study. 

In  Re  Muscoda  Mut.  Teleph,  Co.  supra,  interest  depreciation  and 
texes  were  apportioned  between  the  city,  rural,  and  the  rural  con- 
necting lines  of  a  telephone  company  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  new 
of  the  property.    The  annual  rental  for  the  through  lines  was  ap- 
portioned according  to  use.    Wire  plant  expenses  were  apportioned 
^cording  to  the  property  used  in  each  service. 

In  Re  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  supra,  apportionment  of  wire-plant 
^^pense  was  made  on  the  basis  of  the  relative  value  of  the  equipment 
owned  and  serving  various  classes. 

In  Arena  &  R.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Troy  &  H.  C.  Teleph.  Co.  (1913) 
^  ^  Wis.  R.  C.  763,  769,  an  apportionment  of  the  expenses  of  an  ex- 
^'I^a^Tige  to  the  switching  service  for  rural  lines  was  made  upon  the 
^asis  of  a  traffic  study,  showing  the  percentage  of  the  operators*  time 
^na.i-geable  to  the  service. 
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tT-50.] 

%um  —  Amount  —  Consideration  of  neeeMitff  for  private  invest-^ 
ment. 

1.  Investments  of  private  capital  in  public  utilities  should  be  per- 
mitted to  yield  a  rate  of  return  equal  to  other  investments  of  a  similar 
degree  of  security,  otherwise  private  capital  will  not  be  attracted  to 
them  and  the  public  will  suffer  from  lack  of  extension  of  service* 

(e«  «-  Amount  «^  Faetore  considered, 

2.  The  duty  of  the  Michigan  Commission  in  regulating  a  utility's 
rates  is  to  see  that  the  public  is  not  compelled  to  pay  unfair  rates  for 
the  service  received,  that  the  proper  standard  of  service  is  maintained, 
and  that. the  investpr.is  permitted  a  fair  return. 
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Boies  —  AmaufU  ^  Xflieieney  of  service, 

3.  In  flzing  a  utility's  rates  the  character  of  the  service  rendered 
should  be  considered,  since  the  value  of  the  service  depends  upon  its 
efficiencj. 

Valuation  *  Working  capital  —  Advance  payments  hy  consumerm. 

4.  Advance  payments  of  telephone  subscribers  should  not  be  in- 
eluded  in  an  allowance  for  working  capital  in  which  accounts  reoeivmble 
are  considered  as  an  elonent,  since  the  first  item  is  a  proper  offset 
against  the  latter. 

Valuation  •»  Going  value  •»  Telephone  •»  Amount. 

5.  An  allowance  of  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  physical  property 
was  made  for  going  value  in  a  telephone  rate  valuati4Ni. 

Valuation  —  Physical  property  —  Actual  cost  ^  Estimated  cost  — 
Weight, 

6.  In  a  valuation  of  physical  property,  figures  for  actual  eosts  for 
specified  items  as  shown  by  the  utility's  books  are  entitled  to  greater 
weight  than  figures  based  on  theoretical  estimates,  where  there  is  bo 
reason  to  presume  that  the  oompany's  aooounts  are  inoorreei  or  falsi- 
fied. 

Valuation  ~  Working  capital  -*  Telephone  -*  Amotmi. 

7.  An  allowanee  of  $330,000  was  made  for  working,  capital  of  a 
telephone  utility  whose  entire  property  was  valued  at  $10^13,101  for 
rate-making  purposes. 

Valuation  —  Depreciation  -«  Appreciation, 

8.  In  fixing  the  present  value  of  a  telephone  plant  in  a  rate  case 
the  appreciation  of  property  values  should  be  considered  in  arriving  at 
the  amount  to  be  deducted  for  depreciation. 

ValtuUion  «  Telephone  —  Rate  «  Unit  station  investment  as  aitl  in 
fixing  rate  base. 

9.  The  Michigan  Commission,  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation,  consid- 
ered the  amount  invested  in  the  property  used  in  giving  the  service, 
fixed  upon  the  basis  of  the  unit  station  value  in  the  whole  system  ap- 
plied to  the  exchange  under  consideration,  as  an  aid  and  check  to  the 
reproduction  less  depreciation  method  in  arriving  at  the  proper  rate 
base. 

Return  —  Telephones, 

10.  A  telephone  utility,  having  suffered  an  annual  operating  deficit 
of  $442,000  for  more  than  one  and  one-half  years  preceding  the  hear- 
ing, was  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  an  adequate  operating 
income. 

Rates  ^  Telephone  «-  Metered. 

11.  A  telephone  utility  is  entitled  to  eharge  service  rates  upon  a 
metered  basis. 

Return  •»  Telephone  •»  Operating  expenses  «•  An%eriemn  Telephone  A 
Telegraph  Company* s  4\  per  cent  contract, 

12.  A  charge  of  4i  per  cent  made  under  the  regular  Contract  of  the 
American  Telephone  k  Telegraph  Company,  with  its  operating  com- 
panies, covering  various  engineering,  aceountiiig,  legal,  and  otlMr  scrv- 
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ices,  and  payments  lor  inBtrtunent  set  and  part  costs,  may  be  included 
as  a  proper  element  in  fixing  the  operating  expenses  of  one  of  the  lat- 
ter companies  in  a  rate-making  proceeding. 

[January  30,  1918.] 

Appmcation  of  the  Micbigau  State  Telephone  Company  for 
permission  to  alter  its  rates  in  the  city  of  Detroit  by  means  of 
s,  metered  service  schedule  of  charges;  granted,  with  modifica- 
tions ;  flai-rate  schedule  to  apply  pending  installation  of  metered 
seryioe,  fixed  by  Commission ;  the  present  value  of  the  property 
for  rate-making  purposes  fixed  at  $10)918,191. 

Keiser,  Commissioner:  The  application  of  the  Michigan 
State  Telephone  Company,  duly  made  and  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission, asks  permission  to  make  eifective,  in  the  city  of  Detroit, 
a  metered  service  schedule  of  rates  and  charges,  which  schedule 
has  been  extensively  published.  The  hearing  upon  the  matter 
has  been  frequently  adjourned  and  greatly  prolonged,  to  permit 
the  making  of  detailed  inventories  and  appraisals  of  the  prop- 
erty employed  in  giving  service  to  the  patrons  of  the  Detroit 
exchanges. 

The  making  of  the  inventory  and  appraisal,  on  behalf  of  the 
company,  was  supervised  and  directed  by  Mr.  Wm.  J.  Hagenah, 
formerly  of  the  Wisconsin  Railroad  Commission.  In  the  mak- 
ing of  the  appraisal,  Mr.  Hagenah  has  the  assistance  and  judg- 
ment of  a  number  of  men  of  wide  experience.  Among  them 
were  Mr.  James  G.  Wray  and  Mr.  Walter  Dakin,  experienced 
telephone  men,  who  testified  concerning  certain  values;  Mr. 
James  S.  Holden  and  Mr.  Homer  Warren,  real  estate  men  re- 
siding in  Detroit,  who  gave  testimony  as  to  real  estate  values ; 
Mr.  Henry  J.  Meier,  architect,  who  testified  concerning  values 
of  buildings  and  their  depreciation ;  Mr.  Harvey  S.  Harris  and 
Mr.  Charles  S.  Voorheis,  salesmen  familiar  with  the  value  of 
office  equipment  and  telephone  supplies. 

Mr.  Edward  P.  Burch,  consulting  engineer  of  Detroit  and 
Minneapolis,  supervised  and  directed  the  preparation  of  an 
inventory  and  appraisal  on  behalf  of  the  city  of  Detroit,  and, 
in  so  doing,  had  the  assistance  of  Mr.  Wray  and  other  men  of 
experience  and  ability,  among  whom  were  Mr.  C.  Kittredge, 
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telephone  engineer;  Mr.  C.   6.   Sharp,  plant  snperintendent; 
and  Mr.  \V.  A.  Spencer,  traffic  siiperiuteudent. 

It  is  unfortunate  that  the  inventories  and  appraisals  made 
by  the  respective  parties  were  not  made  upon  a  uniform  classi- 
tication.  The  failure  to  so  make  them,  together  with  the  fact 
that  they  were  made  at  different  times,  has  increased  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  Commission  in  arriving  at  a  determinatioiL 

[1]  In  the  consideration  of  the  application,  there  are  involved 
a  nimiber  of  important  questions  which  must  he  determined  by 
the  Commission  as  the  basis  of  its  ultimate  decision. 

It  is  fundamental  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  a  fair 
return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  which  it  employs,  and 
which  is  used  and  useful,  in  giving  serv^ice  to  the  subscribers  of 
the  Detroit  exchanges.  It  is  settled  by  the  courts  that,  in  the 
absence  of  discrimination,  the  Commission  cannot  impose  upon 
a  public  utility,  rates  w^hich  will  not  produce  an  income  suffi- 
cient to  pay  its  taxes,  reasonable  operating  expenses,  keep  its 
property  in  such  state  of  repair  as  will  enable  it  to  render 
efficient  service,  provide  such  depreciation  or  replacement  fund 
as  will,  together  with  salvage  value,  be  sufficient  to  replace  its 
equipment,  at  the  end  of  its  life  of  usefulness,  and,  in  adilition 
thereto,  yield  a  fair  rate  of  return  upon  the  value  of  its  property. 

Public  utilities  are  financed  by  the  investment  of  private 
:'apital,  and,  unless  such  investments  are  permitted  to  yield  a 
rate  of  return  equal  to  other  investments  of  a  similar  degi-ee  of 
security,  private  capital  will  not  be  attracted  to  them,  and  the 
public  will  suffer  from  lack  of  development  and  extension  of 
service.  Extensions,  additions,  and  betterments  can  be  made 
only  by  the  investment  of  additional  capital,  obtained  from  the 
issuance  and  sale  of  securities,  or  bv  the  .reinvestment  of  earn- 
ings. 

The  general  advance  of  commercial,  industrial,  cd;1  social 
affairs  demands  a  constant  improvement  and  a  rapi2  .^tension 
of  means  of  communication.  History-making  events  of  the 
present  emphasize  the  demand  of  every  part  of  the  country  for 
the  aid  and  benefit  of  the  resources  of  everv  other  localitv.  It 
is  important  that  the  supplies  of  the  whole  country  be  so  dis- 
tributed as  to  best  meet  the  needs  of  the  oonntry.     To  secure 
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^^  rapid  and  efficient  Bieans  of  communication  are  necessary^ 
^  Well  as  means  of  transportation. 
Capital  employed  in  furnishing  such  facilities  is  subjected 

^   ^^gulation,  to  control  the  service  rendered,  and  to  limit  the 

I^K  i^iisation  taken  from  the  public  in  return  for  such  service. 
*  ^^  capital  is  invested  in  a  strictly  private  enterprise,  it  is 
*^^tted  to  take,  as  its  return,  whatever  the  public  served  will 
pfly,  the  service  being  without  public  control  or  regulation. 
Capital,  naturally,  seeks  that  investment  which  promises  the 
highest  return  with  the  same  degree  of  safety.  This  is  more 
particularly  true  of  small  amounts  of  capital  than  of  the  larger 
investments.  It  is  important,  therefore,  to  the  development 
and  extension  of  public  service,  that  the  exercise  of  the  power 
of  public  regulation  be  such  as  will  not  discourage  the  invest- 
ment of  new  capital  in  such  enterprises.  The  destruction  or 
serious  impairment  of  the  value  of  securities  issued  by  such 
companies,  by  undue  limitation  of  rates,  would  strongly  tend 
to  discourage  such  investments ;  and  this  would  result  in  inevi- 
table and  serious  public  injury,  through  the  impairment  of  the 
service,  and  the  prevention  of  the  constant  extension  necessary 
to  make  the  service  adequate  to  the  constantly  expanding  needs 
of  the  public.  The  exercise  of  the  power  of  public  regulation 
should  promote  the  confidence  of  the  public,  in  public  service 
securities,  rather  than  constitute  a  menace  to  such  securities. 
The  state  does  not  guarantee  public  utilities  against  losses,  nor 
insure  them  any  specific  rate  of  return  upon  their  investment. 
While  costs  of  operation  and  maintenance — costs  of  new  ma- 
terial and  labor — fluctuate  with  changing  conditions  of  pro- 
duction and  use,  there  should  be  some  margin  allowed  to  public 
utilities,  over  bare  present  costs,  and  those  happenings  which 
can  be  foreseen  and  estimated  with  reasonable  certainty. 

[2]   The  duty  of  the  Commission,  in  this  matter,  is  to  see 
to  it  that  the  public  is  not  compelled  to  pay  unfair  or  unreason- 
able prices  for  the  service  it  receives,  and  equally  to  see  to  it 
that  a  proper  standard  of  service  is  maintained,  and  that  he 
vho  invests  his  money  in  public  utility  securities  is  permitted 

a  fair  rate  of  return.    Questions  involved  are : 
First,  What  is  the  value  of  the  property  which  the  company 

employs,  and  which  is  used  and  useful,  in  rendering  the  service  ? 
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Second,  Is  the  present  schedule'  inadequate  for  the  purposes 
specified  ? 

Third,  Is  the  proposed  schedule  fair  and  without  discrimina- 
tion? 

[3]  Incidental  with  these  questions,  it  will  be  necessary  to 
determine  what  is  the  cost  of 'operation,  what  is  the  cost  of 
maintenance  and  repair  of  the  property,  what  amount  should 
be  set  aside  annually  for  depreciation  or  replacement  of  prop- 
erty, and  what  is  a  fair  rate  of  return  to  investors.  The  char- 
acter of  the  service  rendered  has  a  bearing  upon  the  question. 
The  value  of  the  service  depends  upon  its  efficiency,  and  it  will 
be  necessary  to  take  into  consideration,  in  a  determination  of 
rates,  the  character  of  the  service  rendered  to  the  subscribers  of 
the  Detroit  exchanges. 

In  considering  the  cost  of  operation,  the  question  has  been 
raised  as  to  the  fairness  of  a  contract  in  force  between  the 
Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  and  the  American  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company,  under  which,  for  certain  con- 
siderations set  forth  in  the  evidence,  the  Michigan  State  Tele- 
phone Company  pays  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company  4^  per  cent  of  certain  specified  revenues  of  the  Mich- 
igan State  Telephone  Company.  This  matter  should  also  be 
considered  and  determined,  because  if  this  expenditure  by 
the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  is  not  justified  by  the 
service  and  other  benefits  it  received  in  return,  it  cannot  be 
included  among  those  costs  and  charges  considered  by  the  Com- 
mission  in  fixing  rates. 

Considering,  first,  the  question  of  the  value  of  the  property 
used  by  the  company  in  furnishing  the  service.  Much  time 
and  expense  have  been  devoted  to  the  investigaticHi  of  this  subject, 
by  the  company  and  by  the  city,  and  much  testimony  and  docu- 
mentary evidence  have  been  presented. 

On  behalf  of  the  city,  Mr.  Edward  P.  Burch,  an  engineer  of 
recognized  skill  and  extended  experience,  has  made  an  investi- 
gation and  report,  which  report  has  been  supplemented  by 
various  compilations  of  figures  in  the  form  of  exhibits.  The 
report  contains  a  complete  explanation  of  the  methods  used  to 
determine  values. 

On  behalf  of  the  company,  an  appraisal  and  general  report 
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has  been  made  by  Mr,  William  J.  Hagenah,  which  report  has  also 
been  supplemented  by  compilations  of  figures  upon  the  various 
branches  of  the  subject^  which  have  been  filed  in  the  case  in 
the  form  of  exhibits.  Mr.  Hagenah's  report  also  states  fully 
the  basis  upon  which  he  determined  valuation. 

An  audit  of  the  affairs  of  the  company  has  been  made  by  the 
Detroit  Trust  Company,  and  their  report  has  been  filed,  and  is 
considered  as  a  part  of  the  proofs  in  this  case.  Extended  briefs 
have  been  made  and  filed  by  Messrs.  Stevenson,  Carpenter,  But- 
zel,  &  Backus,  by  Mr.  Thomas  G.  Long,  on  behalf  of  the  com- 
pany, and  by  Mr.  Hal  H.  Smith,  for  the  Detroit  Chamber  of 
Commerce.  Honorable  A.  J.  Groesbeck  filed  a  brief  in  oppo- 
sition to  the  application,  in  pursuance  of  the  suggestion  of  the 
late  Honorable  Lawton  T.  Hemans,  former  chairman  of  the 
Commission,  that  the  attorney  general's  department  should  ap- 
pear in  opposition  to  the  application,  upon  the  retirement  of 
Mr.  Harry  J.  Dingeman,  corporation  counsel  for  the  city  of 
Detroit,  from  participation  in  the  hearing.  Mr.  Hal  H.  Smith 
later  filed  a  supplemental  brief.  The  hearing  of  the  case  has 
continued  over  a  long  period  of  time,  much  of  .the  delay  being 
to  permit  the  parties  to  prepare  and  compile  exhibits  based  upon 
their  appraisals  and  other  proofs. 

The  application  was  originally  filed  in  this  cause  on  the  19th 
day  of  December,  a.  d.  1913.     Due  notice  of  the  making  and 
filing  of  the  application  was  given  in  the  manner  provided  by 
law,  and  due  proof  thereof  filed  with  the  Conamission.    A  hear- 
ing was  ordered  and  due  notice  of  such  hearing  given  to  the 
city  of  Detroit.     The  city  appeared  by  its  corporation  counsel, 
lir.  Eichard  I.  Lawson.    Several  hearings  and  conferences  were 
had.    The  city  employed  Mr.  Chas.  L.  Zahm  as  an  expert  to 
investigate  the  telephone  situation  in  the  city  of  Detroit.     Mr. 
Zahm  made  a  somewhat  extended  investigation,  after  which  he 
madi  and  filed  with  the  Commission  his  report,  in  writing,  and, 
upon  February  25,  1914,  testified  concerning  the  same,  making 
«fl  extended  explanation,  with  certain  recommendations  which, 
|n  hia  judgment,  would  tend  to  improve  the  service  conditions 
ui  th^  Qi^j  of  Detroit.     Mr.  Lawson,  as  corporation  counsel, 
^   a  motion  to  dismiss  the  application  of  the  telephone'  com- 
f^^y  for  the  reason  that  the  telephone  company  had  not,  at 
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that  time,  furnished  an  inventory  and  appraisal  of  its  property 
in  the  city  of  Detroit,  as  the  basis  of  its  application  for  an  in- 
crease of  rates. 

On  January  28,  1914,  Mr.  Lawson  suggested  that  the  com- 
pany should  furnish  a  sworn  appraisal  of  the  property,  turning 
over  a  copy  of  the  inventory  and  sworn  appraisal  to  the  city  for 
investigation  and  verification.  While  this  inventory  and  ap- 
praisal were  in  process  of  preparation,  in  pursuance  of  an  agree- 
ment between  the  parties  made  before  the  Commission,  the 
application  was,  on  May  20,  1914,  dismissed  without  prejudice. 
The  proceeding  was  reinstated  on  May  17,  1915,  Mr.  Lawson's 
term  of  office  having  meanwhile  expired,  and  Mr,  Harry  J. 
Dingeman  having  been  named  as  his  successor  in  office,  the 
city  was  thereafter  represented  by  Mr.  Dingeman,  corporation 
counsel,  and  by  Mr.  George  Engel,  city  comptroller.  Various 
further  adjournments  of  the  hearing  were  from  time  to  time  had, 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  parties  and  the  Commission. 
The  submission  of  proofs  was  finally  completed  on  the  13th 
day  of  April,  a.  d.  1917.  At  the  request  of  the  parties,  further 
time  was  thereafter  allowed  for  the  filing  of  briefs,  the  last  of 
the  briefs  being  filed  on  the  20th  day  of  June,  a.  d.  1917. 

During  the  progress  of  the  hearing,  Mr.  Dingeman,  on  behall 
of  the  city  of  Detroit,  filed  certain  objections  to  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  Commission,  and  moved  for  a  dismissal  of  the  proceedings, 
upon  the  grounds  stated  in  such  objections.  After  hearing  the 
arguments  of  counsel,  this  motion  was  denied,  and  Mr.  Dinge- 
man thereupon  formally  withdrew  from  further  participation  in 
the  hearing.  Mr.  Hal  H.  Smith  appeared  and  thereafter  op- 
posed the  application,  as  the  representative  of  the  Detroit 
Chamber  of  Commerce. 

The  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  is  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  Laws  of  Michigan,  January  30,  1904.  On 
December  31,  1915,  it  had  issued  and  outstanding: 

Common  stock    $6,000»000 

Six  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock 4,000,000 

Bonds  issued,  5  per  cent   10,000,000 

Bonds  of  Detroit  River  Telephone  Co.  assumed  54,600 

Advances  from  affiliated  companies  (averaged)    1,368,000 

Total    $21,422,600 

This  sum  represents  the  total  cost,  to  the  Michigan  State 
p.u.K.ieisc. 
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Telephone  Company,  of  all  its  property  in  the  state  of  Michigan, 
but,  at  the  time  the  Michigan  State  Telejdione  Company  pur- 
chased the  properties  of  the  Home  Telephone  Company  and 
other  properties,  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company 
assumed  and  paid  $1,000,000  of  the  purchase  price. 

On  August  9,  1912,  an  order  was  issued  by  the  Michigan 
Railroad  Commission,  after  an  extended  hearing  authorizing 
the  purchase,  by  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company,  of 
the  properties  of  the  Home  Telephone  Company  of  Michigan, 
the  Detroit  River  Telephone  Company,  the  Wayne  Telephone 
Company,  the  Macomb  County  Telephone  Company,  and  the 
Interstate  Long  Distance  Telephone  Company,  nnder  certain 
conditions  stated  in  the  order,  for  the  prices  following: 

Home  Telephone  Company    $3,290,000 

Detroit  River  Telephone  Company   25.000 

Subject  to  bond  issue  250,000 

Wayne  County  Telephone  Company  35,000 

Macomb  County  Telephone  Company  66,000 

Subject  to  debt  of  not  more  than 3,000 

Interstate  Long  Distance  Telephone  Company  500,000 

Total    $4,150,000 

The  values  of  these  properties  were  at  that  date  found,  by 
the  Commission,  to  be  "essentially  moderate."  The  exchanges 
of  the  first-mentioned  company  now  form  a  part  of  the  appli- 
cant's Detroit  property;  and  telephone  communication  with  all 
the  others  and  their  connecting  companies  and  lines  are,  by  the 
order,  fully  preserved  to  subscribers  of  the  Detroit  exchanges. 
Deductions  have  been  made,  in  the  appraisals,  for  certain  du- 
plications of  plant  equipment,  in  the  city  of  Detroit,  rendered 
unnecessary  by  the  consolidation  of  the  exchanges. 

A  careful  analysis  of  the  proofs  makes  it  apparent  that  the 
difference  in  what  is  called  the  reproduction  cost,  as  found  by 
the  appraisers  for  the  respective  parties,  is  comparatively  small, 
and  consists  largely  of  differences  in  results  as  to  but  few  items. 
The  appraisals  have  been  adjusted  to  a  basis  as'  of  December 
31,  1915,  and  Mr.  Hagenah  and  Mr.  Burch  agree  substantially 
flfl  to  the  adjustment. 

Company's  appraisal  of  entire  property  in  Detroit $14,072,297 

Oify'a  appraisal  of  entire  property  in  Detroit 12,140,814 


-^I>ifferenoe    $1,931,483 
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Of  this  difference,  a  very  large  amount  is  found  to  consist 

in  three  itema  of  intangible  elements  of  cost^  as  follows: 

• 

Difference  in  item  of  overhead  expense  $207,242 

Difference  in  item  of  working  capital  and  supplies  160,357 

Difference  in  item  of  cost  of  establishing  business,  or  intangible 

capital    903,250 

Total    $1,270,849 

The  remaining  difference  of  $660,634  is  found  in  the  fol- 
lowing items  principally: 

Difference  in  item  of  central  office  equipment $214,795 

Difference  in  item  of  station  apparatus  and  installation 220,770 

Difference  in  item  of  exchange  underground  conduit 335,273 

Difference  in  item  of  construction  work  in  progress  30,000 

Total    $800,838 

From  this  item  there  should  be  deducted  several  items  where 
the  city's  valuation  is  higher  than  the  company's. 

Difference  in  item  private  branch  exchange  $83,067 

Difference  in  item  of  exchange  aerial  and  underground  cable 170,942 

Total    $254,009 

Deducting  this  from  the  former  total,  leaves  a  net  total  of $546,829 

There  are  many  small  differences  in  other  items.  In  some 
instances  the  city's  valuation  is  the  higher,  but  in  many  of  them 
it  is  lower.  Some  of  these  differences  may  be  accounted  for  by 
different  classifications.  Some  of  them  may  be  accounted  for 
in  that  the  company's  appraisal  is  more  thorough  and  detailed 
than  that  of  the  city,  while  others  may  represent  differences 
in  judgment. 

The  city's  appraisal  of  the  property,  not  including  overhead 
expense,  working  capital,  and  cost  of  establishing  business,  is 
$10,385,538.  The  company's  appraisal  of  the  same  property 
is  $11,046,172.  Reduced  to  percentages,  the  difference  in  valu- 
ations of  physical  property  is  approximately  6  per  cent,  and 
the  difference  in  valuation  of  the  entire  property  is  approxi- 
mately 13  %o  per  cent.  These  large  items  of  difference  will  be 
considered  in  the  order  in  which  they  are  mentioned* 

Overhead  Expense: 

Mr.  Hagenah's  estimate  of  overhead  expense  is  $1,560,175, 
or  14:%o  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  the  ^cchange  physical 
property,  excluding  overheads.     Mr.  Buroh's  estimate  of  this. 
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item  is  $1,352,933,  or  1834o  per  cent,  upon  his  estimate  of  the 
yalue  of  the  physical  property,  excluding  overheads.  As  these 
two  valuations  do  not  set  up  the  same  accounts  under  this  cap- 
tion of  overhead  expense,  a  direct,  detailed  comparison  is  not 
possible.  Such  analysis  as  can  be  made  indicates  that  the  chief 
difference  is  in  the  item  of  interest  during  construction.  Mr. 
Hagenah  allows  $390,000  for  this  item,  while  Mr.  Burch  allows 
$235,000.  Mr.  Burch's  computation  was  made  upon  the  basis 
of  2%oo  per  cent  upon  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  physical 
property,  as  estimated  by  him,  while  Mr.  Hagenah  makes  his 
computation  upon  substantially  3^  per  cent,  the  difference  in 
results  amounting  to  $155,000. 

Mr.  Burch  has  computed  interest  at  the  rate  of  5^  .per  cent, 
that  being  the  rate  paid  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  by  the  applicant  company,  for  money  advanced  to 
it,  applied  to  cost  for  an  estimated  period  of  construction,  less 
one  and  gne-half  month's  credit  allowed  for  payment  for  ma- 
terial obtained  from  the  Western  Electric  Company,  by 
petitioner.  Taking  into  consideration  the  size  and  character 
of  the  property  at  Detroit,  this  estimated  period  of  construc- 
tion appears  to  be  extremely  conservative,  and  this  ultracon- 
scrvatism  might  easily  account  for  the  difference  in  results 
found  in  the  two  estimates,  even  though  the  rates  used  by  Mr. 
Eurch  be  applied. 

Mr.  Burch  has  allov^ed  approximately  2  per  cent  for  omis- 
sions and  errors,  which  he  deems  adequate  in  this  matter,  not- 
withstanding, as  he  says,  5  per  cent  being  allowed  in  some  small 
accounts.  It  would  seem  that  there  was  equal  likelihood  of 
errors  and  omissions  in  a  large  account  as  in  a  small  one.  A 
slight  increase  in  the  amount  allowed  by  Mr,  Burch,  for  this 
item,  would  dispose  of  all  differences  in  overhead  allowances. 

[4]  Working  Capital  and  Supplies: 

m 

The  company's  allowance  on  this  account  is $350,000 

The  city's  allowance  on  this  account  is 180,643 

Difference    $160,367 

This  amount  is  divided  into  two  items: 

Ciiy*8  Statement. 

Ayera^e  working  capital  required   $129,000 

Sopplies  on  hand  December  31,  1916 60,643 

Total    ; $189,643 
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Compamy^M  StalemenL 

1914.  1915. 

Working  capital    $255,800  $254,500 

Average  supplies  167,600  149,400 

ToUl   $423,400         $403,900 

Aftor  making  deductions  for  favorable  conditions  existiiisr 
at  Detroit  as  compared  with  other  smaller  exchanges,  ilr. 
Ilagenah  estimates  this  amount  at  a  total  of  $350,000,  It  is 
argued  that  Mr.  Burch's  estimate  of  working  capital  required 
is  too  low  in  that  it  makes  no  allowance  for  accounts  and  bills 
receivable,  and  allows  but  one  month's  general  expense,  instead 
of  one  and  one-half  month's,  as  used  by  ilr.  Hagenah  in  making 
his  estimate.  Mr.  Ilagenah's  figures  are  based  upon  the  com- 
pany's actual  accounts. 

It  is  also  contended  that  it  is  unfair  to  take,  as  materials  and 
supplies,  the  amount  on  hand  on  December  31,  1915,  as  used 
by  Mr.  Burch,  when  the  amount  was  low,  instead  of  an  average 
over  a  term  of  months,  the  basis  of  Mr.  Hagenah's'  estimate. 
Mr.  Burch  does  not  claim  that  the  amount  used  by  Mr.  Hagenah 
is  excessive,  but  uses  an  inventory  of  supplies  on  hand  at  the 
fixed  date  mentioned.  Complaint  is  made  because  Mr.  Burch 
deducts  from  working  capital  requirements  the  sum  of  $20,000 
advTlnce  payments  by  subscribers,  but  this  item  seems  a  proper 
offset  against  accounts  receivable,  which  is  an  element  to  be 
considered  in  determining  working  capital  requirements,  and 
is  accordingly  deducted  from  Mr.  Ilagenah's  estimate  of  work- 
ing capital. 

The  full  sum  of  $350,000  would  not,  however,  be  an  excessive 
allowance,  in  the  light  of  decisions  by  Commissions  in  Mary- 
land, District  of  Columbia,  Colorado,  and  Ohio,  where  percent- 
ages ranging  from  25io  per  cent  to  4  J  per  cent  have  been  allowed 
to  cover  this  item. 

Cost  of  Establishing  the  Business: 

[6]  This  is  an  item  supposedly  representing  the  cost  of  estab- 
lishing the  business,  putting  in  operation  the  various  facilities 
provided  for  rendering  service  to  the  public.  It  might  be  said 
to  represent  the  difference  in  value  of  a  telephone  exchange  with 
each  department  supplied  with  efficient  operatives  at  work;  sub- 
scribers with  telephones  connected  under  contracts  and  receiving 
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service;  records  of  a  going  business  being  kept,  and  every  de- 
partment properly  functioning  with  every  other,  in  the  conduct 
of  the  business  of  rendering  service  to  the  public ;  and  the  value 
of  the  same  property,  without  operatives,  without  contracts,  with- 
out subscribers,  and  without  records  of  business, — in  fact,  a 
quantity  of  property  and  materials  adapted  to  a  specific  use, 
but  unused. 

It  will  be  conceded  that,  purely  as  a  matter  of  value,  the  live, 
going  exchange  is  worth  at  least  as  much  more  than  the  dormant 
one  as  it  would  cost  to  put  the  dormant  exchange  into  the  active 
condition.  It  would  be  equally  justifiable  to  omit,  from  the 
value  of  the  property,  the  cost  of  erecting  the  buildings  and 
assembling  and  constructing  the  exchange,  as  to  omit  the  cost 
of  building  a  business  incidental  to  the  plant.  The  bricks  and 
mcrtar,  the  wire  cable,  poles,  switchboards,  batteries, — the 
hundreds  of  parts  constituting  the  material  necessary  to  com- 
plete telephone  property, — ^have  a  certain  value  unassembled. 
When  they  have  been  used  in  the  erection  of  buildings  and  the 
construction  of  a  telephone  exchange,  their  value  is  increased  by 
what  it  cost  to  put  them  in  that  condition,  but  they  have  not 
then  attained  their  highest  value.  It  is  only  when  they  arc 
used  to  the  full  extent  of  their  capacity,  in  the  conduct  of  the 
business  to  which  they  are  adapted,  that  they  have  reached  the 
limit  of  their  value.  This  latter  increase  of  value  represents 
the  fair  cost  of  establishing  such  business. 

Various  rates  of  allowances  have  been  fixed  by  commissions 
as  proper  for  the  cost  of  establishing  a  business.  In  the  matter 
of  the  application  of  the  Michigan  Northern  Power  Company, 
in  which  the  order  of  this  Commission  was  made  and  filed  on 
June  11,  1913,  7  per  cent  upon  the  estimated  cost  of  the  physical 
property  was  determined  to  be  a  fair  allowance,  in  advance,  to 
cover  the  cost  of  establishing  a  business.  It  was  remarked  in 
the  oi*der  that,  if  the  amount  proved  too  small,  it  might  be  in- 
creased. This  was  in  the  case  of  an  hydroelectrical  power  com- 
company,  where  the  initial  cost  of  physical  property  is  com- 
paratively lai^.  There  would  be  a  substantial  difference  be- 
tween the  cost  of  establishing  such  a  business  and  a  telephone 
business.  In  the  telephone  business,  many  trained  operators  are 
necessary,  and  a  great  number  of  skilled  employees  required, 
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to  do  the  various  things  necessarily  included  in  rendering  reason- 
ably efficient  telephone  service.  The  proofs  in  this  matter  indi- 
cate that  it  has  been  found  necessary  for  the  applicant  to  estab- 
lish schools  where  persons  might,  by  study  and  training,  become 
capable  of  performing  the  duties  pertaining  to  certain  depart- 
ments of  the  telephone  business,  in  a  reasonably  proficient  man- 
ner. The  fact  that  the  character  of  the  service  depends,  to  a 
large  extent,  upon  the  operators  and  employees,  seems  to  fully 
justify  an  expenditure  of  money,  by  the  company,  to  improve 
their  efficiency  and  skill.  This  is  simply  a  concrete  illustration 
of  what  is  being  done,  in  each  department,  by  the  applicant 
company. 

In  Re  Citizens  Teleph,  Co.  57  A.  T.  A  T.  Co.  Com.  L.  765, 
for  authority  to  increase  its  rates,  the  Public  Sen'ice  Commis- 
sion of  the  state  of  Indiana  made  an  allowance  of  8  per  cent 
for  going  value,  in  addition  to  an  allowance  of  12  per  cent  for 
overhead  charges.    The  above  order  was  made  July  1,  1916. 

Again,  in  the  matter  of  the  application  for  approval  of  articles 
of  association,  covering  a  merger  of  the  New  Long  Distance 
Telephone  Company  and  the  New  Telephone  Company,  with 
the  Indianapolis  Telephone  Company,  the  same  Commission,  on 
May  3,  1916  [Re  Indianapolis  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R1916D,  507] 
allowed  12  per  cent  upon  physical  value  for  overhead  chai^, 
and  8  per  cent  for  going  value. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Denver  Union  Water  Co.  v.  Denver,  an 
allowance  of  6%o  p«r  cent  upon  the  value  of  the  physical  prop- 
erty was  made  for  going  value.  This  seems  to  be  the  lowest 
allowance  made  by  any  court  or  conunission,  according  to  re- 
ported decisions. 

In  the  Passaic  Gas  Case,  before  the  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  of  New  Jersey,  and  decided  by  them  on  Novem- 
ber 26,  1912  [Re  Public  Service  Gas  Co.  1  N.  J,  P.  U.  C.  433] 
the  Board  holds  that  going  concern  value  will  be  largely  repre- 
sented by  the  cost  of  developing  the  business,  and  makes  an 
allowance  for  that  value,  amounting  to  30  per  cent  of  the  struc- 
tural value,  less  working  capital.  In  this  same  case,  upon 
appeal  to  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  of  New  Jersey,  this 
finding  was  approved.    84  N.  J.  L.  463,  87  AtL  651. 

In  Re  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.   Co,  v.  Westenhaver,  29 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  MICHIGAN  STATE  TELEPHONE  CO.  95 

Okla.  429,  88  L.E.A,(N.S.)  1209,  118  Pac.  354,  20  per  cent 
was  allowed. 

In  Tiew  of  this  Commission  having  established  a  precedent 
of  an  allowance  of  7  per  cent,  in  advance,  based  upon  the  orig- 
inal investment  cost  in  a  hydroelectric  property,  and  in  view  of 
the  findings  and  determinations  of  other  Commissions,  the  Com- 
mission would  seem  to  be  justified,  if  not  required,  to  make. an 
allowance  of  at  least  8  per  cent,  upon  the  value  of  the  tangible 
property  of  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company,  for  cost 
of  establishing  the  business  or  going  concern  value. 

Central  Office  Equipment: 

Returning  to  some  of  the  differences  in  other  items,  Mr. 
Hagenah  finds  central  ofiice  equipment  to  possess  a  value  of 
$2,177,663.  Mr.  Burch  places  a  value  of  $1,962,868  upon  this 
item,  showing  a  difference  of  $214,795.  It  is  significant,  in 
this  connection,  to  note  that  Mr.  Burch  places  a  much  higher 
valuation  upon  the  items  of  exchange  aerial  cable  and  exchange 
underground  cable  than  Mr.  Hagenah  places  upon  these  items, 
Mr.  Burch's  valuation  being  $170,942  higher  than  Mr. 
Hagenah's.  It  is  not  improbable  that  this  situation  may  be 
explained  by  differences  in  classification  of  equipment,  and,  if 
these  items  are  set  off  against  each  other,  this  would  reduce  the 
difference  to  about  $44,000. 

Substation  Apparatus  and  Installation: 

Mr.  Hagenah  places  a  valuation  of  $1,316,982  upon  this  item 
as  against  $1,096,162,  determined  by  Mr.  Burch,  a  difference 
of  $220,770.  Again,  we  find  that,  in  the  item  of  private  branch 
exchanges,  Mr.  Burch's  valuation  is  $83,067  higher  than  Mr. 
Hagenah's.  This  is,  v^y  likely,  due  to  difference  in  classifica- 
tion, and,  if  so,  would  reduce  the  actual  difference  to  something 
under  $138,000.  These  two  items  may  be  adjusted  to  Mr. 
Burch^s  valuation  by  the  deduction  of  the  net  differences. 

Exchange  Underground  Conduit: 

[6]  Referring  to  the  item  of  exchange  underground  conduit, 
Mr.  Hagenah's  valuation  is  $1,764,179.  Mr.  Burch's  valuation 
is  $1,428,906,  a  difference  of  $335,273.  This  difference  con- 
sists, principally,  in  the  cost  of  pavement  taken  up  and  replaced 
by  the  company,  in  the  process  of  laying  the  conduit.     Mr. 
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Ilagcnah's  costs  on  this  part  of  the  item  are  $307,339  more  than 
those  allowed  by  Mr.  Burch.  It  appears  from  the  testimonyy 
that  Mr.  Hagenah's  figures  are  taken  from  the  actual  costs,  as 
shown  by  the  books  of  the  company,  while  Mr.  Burch's  figures 
are  based  upon  a  theoretical  estimate.  There  being  no  reason 
to  presume  that  the  company's  figures  in  this  matter  are  incor- 
rect or  falsified,  Mr.  Hagenah's  statement  would  seem  to  be 
entitled  to  the  greater  wei^t. 

Construction  Work  in  Progress: 

Referring  to  the  item  of  construction  work  in  progress,  it 
IS  found  that  this  difference  is  exactly  $30,000.  Mr.  Ilagenah's 
statement  is  $74,463,  and  Mr.  Burch's  figure  is  $44,463.  Both 
Mr.  Ilagenah  and  Mr.  Burch  claim  to  have  taken  this  item  from 
the  company's  books,  and,  inasmuch  as  the  books  actually  show 
$74,463,  Mr.  Burch's  figures  are  evidently  an  error  in  copying. 

Valuation  of  Physical  Property: 

With  these  adjustments  and  some  other  minor  .adjustments, 
the  difference  in  cost  of  reproduction  new,  exclusive  of  over- 
heads, may  be  reduced  to  the  following  statement : 

Hagenah  Burch 

Total  exchange  physical  property,  excluding  over- 
heads      $10,440,213       $10,415,53S 

It  is  to  be  seen  that,  with  these  adjustments,  and  taking  the 
company's  statement  as  to  some  very  minor  differences,  upon 
which  the  company's  proofs  appear  the  more  satisfactory,  the 
valuation  of  the  physical  property  is  fixed  at  $10,440,187,  as  of 
December  31,  1915. 

Overhead  Expense: 

In  determining  this  item,  it  may  be  noted  that  the  com- 
pany claims  14%o  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  tangible  property, 
as  a  proper  rate,  while  Mr.  Burch  finds  13  %o  per  cent  sufficient. 
The  Commission  has  found  that  13  Ko  per  cent  does  not  include 
an  adequate  allowance  for  either  interest  during  construction 
or  errors  and  omissions. 

This  factor  in  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  is  shown  in  the 
form  of  percentage,  which  is  the  usual  practice,  because  of  its 
nature,  which  makes  it  impossible — ^to  illustrate  with  the  case 
ocf  engineering — to  ascribe  a  certain  amount,  in  dollars  or  cents, 
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to  each  pole  of  cross  arm  or  insulator  or  piece  of  central  office 
equipment  Because  of  this  impossibility,  engineers,  like  archi- 
tects, base  their  charges  on  percentages  of  costs,  and  this  practice 
of  their  profession  is  followed  bj  Commissions.  Making  the 
necessary  adjustments,  on  account  of  interest  during  eonstruo- 
tion,  and  errors  and  omissions,  the  Conmiission  finds  this  factor 
should  be  13^  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  reproduction,  or  $1,409,425« 

[7]   Working  Capital  Requirement,  Including  Supplies: 

To  this  should  be  added  Mr.  Hagenali's  estimate  of  working 
capital  requirement,  including  supplies,  of  $350,000,  less 
$20,000  for  advance  payments,  or  a  net  sum  of  $330,000. 

Cost  of  Establishing  the  Business: 

Eight  per  cent  upon  the  vahie  of  the  physical  property  may 
be  allowed  for  the  cost  of  establishing  tiit  business,  thereby 
adding  a  further  item  of  $835,215,  and  reaching  a  determina- 
tion of  the  total  reproduction  cost  of  the  property,  employed 
by  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company,  in  rendering  service 
to  its  subscribers  in  the  city  of  Detroit,  as  of  December  31, 
1915,  as  follows: 

Cost  of  reproducing  tangible  property,  excluding  overheads  ....  $10,440,187 

Overkead  expense    .- 1,409,425 

WorMng  capital  requirement,  including  supplies  330,000 

Cost  of  establishing  the  business   , 835,215 

Total  reproduction  cost  new $13,014,827 

In  fixing  these  values,  duplicate  plant  and  the  cost  of  paving, 
not  paid  for  by  the  company,  have  been  eliminated.  The  testi- 
mony of  Mr.  Hagenah  disclosed  that  substantially  one  third  of 
the  main  office  building  is  devoted  to  purposes  other  than  giving 
service  to  the  subscribers  of  the  Detroit  exchange.  This  situa- 
tion justifies  a  deduction  of  one  third  of  the  value  of  this  build- 
ing and  the  land  occupied  by  it.  One  third  of  the  value  of  the 
building,  as  determined,  is  $101,012.  One  third  of  the  value 
of  the  land,  as  determined,  is  $193,000,  making  a  total  of 
$294,012,  which  has  been  deducted  from  the  item  of  land  and 
buildings,  in  the  determination  of  reproduction  cost  new. 

Depreeiation: 

[8]  We  then  come  to  the  item  of  depreciation.  There  is  room 
for  argument  that  depreciation  ought  not  to  be  considered  in 
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valuing  property  for  the  purpose  of  rate  making.  It  might  ^reQ 
have  been  contended  that,  when  capital  is  invested  in  property 
devoted  to  the  service  of  the  public,  its  cost  new  should  be  con- 
sidered the  basis  upon  which  rates  should  be  fixed,  for  the 
reason  that  that  sum  represents  the  amount  of  investment  which 
should  be  permitted  to  earn.  If  the  rate  fixed  for  the  purpose 
of  creating  a  replacement  reserve  were  applied  to  the  value  of 
property  in  a  depreciated  condition,  theoretically  it  would  not 
produce  a  suflScient  fund  to  duplicate  the  plant  with  new  ma- 
terials. This  matter,  however,  relates  only  to  Detroit  exchanges, 
constituting  but  a  part  of  the  property  of  the  applicant,  and 
the  amount  of  the  actual  investment  in  the  property  under  con- 
sideration cannot  be  accurately  ascertained.  It  also  includes 
such  properly  as  has  been  added  to  these  exchanges  as  additions, 
extensions,  and  betterments,  as  well  as  replacement,  by  the  in- 
vestment of  some  part  of  the  depreciation  reserves  accruing  dur- 
ing past  years. 

The  rule  seems  to  be  established  that  rates  diould  be  fixed 
upon  the  basis  of  the  fair  present  value  of  the  property  em- 
ployed, and  this  justifies  the  basis  used  in  this  casa  In  the 
matter  of  the  computation  of  depreciation,  a  wide  difference 
exists  between  the  engilieers  employed  by  the  respective  parties. 
A  careful  study  of  the  record  discloses  some  inaccuracy,  or  at 
least  room  for  criticism  of  the  method  employed  upon  either 
side.  Mr.  Hagenah  finds  the  physical  property  to  be  in  about 
91  per  cent  condition.  Mr.  Burch's  estimate  is  about  69  per 
cent.  Mr.  Hagenah  bases  his  estimate  upon  the  present  con- 
dition of  the  property,  as  determined  by  examination.  Mr. 
Burch  uses  a  table  showing  the  estimated  life  of  the  various 
classes  of  property.  He  then  theoretically  determines  the  length 
of  time  the  various  items  of  property  have  been  in  actual  use, 
and,  upon  this  basis,  computes  the  percentage  of  remaining  life 
of  usefulness,  and  the  resulting  value  of  the  several  items  of 
property. 

Property  such  as  constitutes  the  larger  portion  of  a  telephone 
exchange  is  of  a  character  peculiar  to  itself.  Telephone  prop- 
erty is  subject  to  hazards  and  conditions  not  likely  to  affect  other 
properties  generally.  New  property  may  be  destroyed  or  greatly 
damaged  by  storms.    Newly  installed  facilities  may  be  rendered 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  MICHIGAN  STATE  TELEPHONE  CO.  99 

useless  by  the  requirements  of  the  municipality  in  which  they 
are  located,  through  the  exereise  of  the  right  of  control  of  streets, 
vested  in  municipalities.  It  is,  as  to  many  things,  necessary 
to  constantly  and  continuously  replace  parts  with  new  parts, 
sometimes  because  they  are  worn,  sometimes  because  newer  and 
better  devices  have  been  designed,  and  sometimes  because 
the  parts  have  proved  themselves  inadequate  to  the  demands 
made  upon  them  by  an  ever-increasing  traffic.  These  conditions 
and  the  continual  4>rocess  of  repair  and  maintenance  must  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  considering  the  depreciation  of  the 
property.  Also,  it  is  but  fair  to  consider  appreciation  of  values 
in  connection  with  depreciation.  As  to  certain  property,  ap- 
preciation has  a  great  influence  upon  the  salvage  value  at  the 
end  of  the  life  of  usefulness.  This  is  true  of  poles.  A  pole  of 
a  certain  length  is  worth  as  much  now  as  a  much  longer  one 
was  a  few  years  ago.  Scrap  wire  and  cable  possess  a  much 
greater  value  than  formerly.  Neither  Mr.  Bureh  nor  Mr. 
Hagenah  seem  to  have  adequately  considered  these  factors  in 
reaching  their  conclusions. 

It  is  apparent  that,  while  Mr.  Hagenah's  depreciation  esti- 
mates are  too  small,  Mr.  Burch's  estimates  are  too  great  After 
a  careful  consideration  of  the  bases  of  depreciation,  applied  to 
the  various  items  comprising  the  depreciable  property  entering 
into  the  appraisal,  in  the  light  of  all  the  proofs  in  the  case,  and 
the  determinations  of  other  Commissions  and  courts,  an  adjust- 
ment of  these  items  has  been  made  which  satisfies  the  judgment 
of  the  Commission,  making  a  total  of  depreciation  amounting  to 
$2,101,636,  or  a  present  value  of  $10,9139191,  as  of  December 
31,  1915. 

[9]  Another  method  used  to  aid  in  arriving  at  the  amount 
upon  which  a  fair  return  should  be  computed  is  by  ascertaining, 
where  possible,  the  amount-  invested  in  the  property  used  in 
giving  the  service.  If  the  entire  investment  of  the  Michigan 
State  Telephone  Company  be  divided  by  the  total  number  of 
stations,  to  obtain  an  average  per  station  value  investment,  and 
this  amount  be  multiplied  by  the  number  of  stations  in  the 
Detroit  exchanges,  it  will  be  f oufid  lliat  only  a  comparatively 
slight  allowance  need  be  miade  for  the  greater  cost  per  station  of 
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a  large  exchange,  to  fully  justify  the  foregoing  result.  This 
determiiiation  fixes  a  per  station  value,  for  the  Detroit  exchange, 
of  $107,  based  upon  the  number  of  stations  at  the  end  of  the 
year  1916. 

[10]  We  now  come  to  the  amount  of  income  necessary  to 
provide  for  operating  expenses,  cost  of  maintenance  and  repair, 
depreciation  reserve,  taxes  and  other  charges,  and  a  fair  return 
over  that  amount,  up<Hi  the  value  of  the  property.  The  record 
indicates  an  unnual  operating  deficit  averaging,  substantially, 
$442,000,  based  upon  the  average  results  of  exchange  operations 
for  the  thirty-two  months  preceding  August  31,  1916.  This 
result  is  based  upon  the  company's  statement  of  the  statistical 
records  of  the  Detroit  exchanges,  which  is,  to  a  large  extent, 
supported  by  the  audit  made  by  the  Detroit  Trust  Company  in 
behalf  of  the  city.  The  trust  company's  report  shows  some- 
what more  favorable  results  for  the  exchange  than  the  company's 
records ;  but  the  difference  is  not  large  and  can  be  accounted  for 
from  the  fact  that  the  trust  company,  to  some  extent,  adjusted 
various  elements  of  operations  upon  a  different  theory  of  allo- 
cation of  expense  items  common  to  the  system,  and  has  also  re- 
jected the  proporticm  of  expense  items  originating  from  the 
study  of  Detroit  exchange  rate  and  service  conditi<His,  assigned 
to  the  Detroit  property,  in  which  treatment  of  such  items  the 
Commission  does  not  concur. 

In  reaching  this  determination,  Detroit  has  been  credited 
with  a  proportion  of  toll  earnings,  determined  by  careful  com- 
putation of  its  gross  toll  earnings  throughout  the  state.  The 
allotment  to  the  Detroit  exchanges  has  been  made  upon  the  basis 
most  fair  and  accurate,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission. 

A  continuation  of  this  annual  operating  deficit  would  neces- 
sarily result  in  such  impairment  of  the  revenues  of  the  company 
as  would  render  the  making  of  extensions  and  improvements  im- 
probable, and  would  tend  to  greatly  impair  the  character  of  the 
service  rendered  to  the  public,  as  well  as  to  depreciate  the  invest- 
ments of  security  holders  of  the  company. 

Revenue  under  Proposed  Schedule  of  Raies: 
But  one  estimate  of  the  revenue  to  be  derived  from  the  new 
schedule  has  been  made,  as  a  part  of  the  proofs  in  this  case. 
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These  proofs,  consisting  of  a  study  of  probdbie  •results,  indicate 
that  the  proposed  metered  service  schedule  would*  add  $386,664 
to  the  annual  income  of  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Com- 
pany's exchanges  at  Detroit,  and  effect  a  decrelase  io  traffic  ex- 
pense, due  to  a  decreased  calling  rate,  estimated  at  $178,000, 
a  total  resulting  increase  in  operating  income  of  $664,664:/J%i^ 
added  income  somewhat  exceeds  the  evident  needs  of  the'ei!^ 
pany  as  of  the  date  of  the  closing  of  the  hearing.     The  proofs;/  . 
however,  disclose  that  added  facilities,  estimated  to  cost  $1,835,- >v 
000,  are  necessary  to  provide  such  plant  capacity  as  would 
enable  the  company  to  give  proper  service  to  its  present  sub- 
scriber^   It  is  also  estimiaftd  that  a  further  investment  of  over 
$417,000  would  be  necessary  to  provide  for  the  installation  of 
metered  service.    These  estimates  of  cost  were  based  upon  prices 
prevailing  during  1915.     It  is  entirely  practical,  therefore,  to 
assume  that  the  value  of  the  property  upon  which  both  rate  of 
return  and  depreciation  should  be  computed,  as  well  as  upon 
which  other  charges  would  accrue,  will  be  substantially  increased 
at  or  before  the  time  the  proposed  schedule  will  be  actually  put 
into  effect.    This  evident  excess  of  revenue  will  be  charged  with 
depreciation,  fair  return,  etc.,  upon  this  increased  investment. 
This  estimate  would  be  substantially  less  if  based  upon  the  rates 
which  the  Commission  finds  adequate,  and  to  effect  which,  modi- 
fications have  been  made  in  the  proposed  schedule,  for  the  reason 
that  the  cost  per  call  in  the  schedules  of  business  service  and 
private  branch  exchanges  has  been  reduced,  the  cost  of  two- 
party  residence  service  has  been  fixed  at  $36  per  year,  and  the 
number   of  calls  permitted  to   four-party  line   residence   sub- 
scribers has  been  increased.     Each  of  these  changes  tends  to 
reduce  the  cost  to  the  subscriber  and  correspondingly  reduce  the 
iucome  of  the  company.     If  subsequent  adjustments  of  rates 
prove  to  be  necessary,  they  could  be  more  wisely  made  when  the 
plant  has  been  put  into  proper  condition,  and  the  rates  are  ac- 
tually effective. 

Metered  Service: 

[11]  Considerable  opposition  has  developed  to  the  establish- 
ment of  a  metered  service  schedule.  This  opposition  cannot  be 
justified.     In  several  states^  metered  service  has  been  adopted 
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upon  the  initiatiire;<>f:the  state  authorities,  especially  as  applied 
to  lai^  exchanjpi  where  the  range  of  telephone  use  among  sub- 
scribers is  wid^*/'The  Commissions  of  several  states  have  decided 
that  fli^t  rfltes*  under  such  conditions  are  discriminatory.  The 
proofs  iA.t^ifl  ^^^  indicate  that  not  only  is  the  average  calling 

rat^-'p^  'line  or  per  station  unusually  high  in  the  Detroit  ex- 

•  •  •   • 

cU^^i^  area,  but  that  the  calling  range  is  also  unusually  wide. 
^  *\\An  exhibit,  introduced  by  the  company,  whidi  constitutes  the 
''''\'SJn\j  evidence  upon  that  subject,  based  upon  obaervation  of  a 
'*.    substantial  number  of  stations  in  each  class,  indicates  the  fol- 
lowing conditions: 

Comparison  between  Conditions  in  Detroit  and  Other  Cities. 


Cities. 


Philadelphia   

Baltimore 

New  York   

Pittsburgh 

St.  Louis   

Boston    • 

Chicago    

San  Francisco 

Cleveland  

Average  of  above  cities 
Detroit   


Average    Calls 

Per  Line  Per 

Day. 


6.8 

7.3 

9.3 

9.3 

12.6 

10.1 

13.1 

14.0 

15.5 


10.9 
19.2 


Percentage  of 

Calls  per  Line 

Resulting  in 

Busy   Reports. 


9.3 

a.7 

10.5 
10.2 
14.6 
11.9 
15.4 
12.4 
13.9 


11.9 
17.4 


Peg  Count  Calls 

Per  Station 

Per  Day. 


4.33 
4.80 
5.00 
6.05 
6.60 
5.60 
5.37 
5.30 
7.40 


5.49 
9.80 


Statement  Showing  Calling  Range  of  the  Several  Classes  of  Service. 


Class. 

Num]>er  of 
Stations 
Observed. 

Average 
Yearly  Call- 
ing Rate. 

Range  in  Number  of 
Calls  per  Station 
During  Year. 

Business  unlimited  1 -party.. 
Residence  unlimited  1-party  . 
Business  unlimited  2-party.. 
Residence  unlimited  2-party  . 
Residence  unlimited  4-par^  . 
Private  branch  exchange  .... 

644 
500 
145 
229 
1,450 
474» 

4,421 
2,085 

3,121 
1,491 
1,074 
6,747 

From  393  to  57,000 
From  314  to     8,474 
From  348  to  10,827 
From  297  to     8,070 
From  324  to    7,134 
From  838  to  14,186 

*  105  switchboards  having  474  trunks  observed. 

There  seems  to  be  no  greater  reason  why  telephone  service 
should  be  given  upon  a  flat  rate  than  that  service  furnished  by 
public  utility  companies,  of  other  character,  should  be  so  com- 
pensated. Railroads,  street  railways,  lighting  and  power  com- 
panies, gas  companies,  water  companies,  and  telegraph  com- 
panies are  among  public  utilities  receiving  compensation  for 
their  service  to  the  public,  upon  a  metered  basis.     It  would,  in 
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fact,  be  difficult  to  mention  either  a  commodity  or  service  re- 
quired by  the  necessity,  comfort,  or  convenience  of  the  public 
which  is  not,  at  this  time,  sold  upon  a  metered  or  measured  basis. 
Some  water  companies  still  furnish  water  upon  what  is  called 
a  flat  rate,  but  such  rates  are  usually  classified  according  to  the 
kind  of  use  or  the  number  of  taps  or  outlets.  Fundamentally, 
there  underlies  all  sales,  whether  they  be  of  telephone  service 
or  of  sugar,  the  principle  that  what  the  purchaser  must  pay 
should  be  measured  by  the  quantity  he  receives. 

The  record  discloses  that  the  common  council  of  the  city  of 
Detroit,  at  about  the  time  of  the  beginning  of  this  proceeding, 
declared  in  favor  of  metered  telephone  service,  but  Mr.  Lawson 
later  stated  that  the  city  was  not  willing  to  accept  that  plan  if 
it  entailed  an  increased  charge  for  service.  According  to  the 
proposed  schedule,  a  substantial  number  of  the  subscribers  of 
the  Detroit  exchanges  will  probably  receive  service  at  less  cost 
per  call  than  under  the  existing  fiat  rates.  It  is  not  economy  for 
the  public  to  pay  rates  so  low  that  the  quality  of  the  service  is 
imj^aired,  or  the  permanent  stability  and  necessary  growth  of 
the  utility  are  not  insured.  A  public  utility  should  be  able  to 
constantly  expand  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  community  it  serves, 
and  at  the  same  time  maintain  a  satisfactory  quality  of  service. 
It  should  be  considered  and  treated  as  a  continuing  and  per- 
petual institution.  Its  securities  should  yield  such  rate  of  return 
as  would  make  them  uniformly  sound  and  marketable  without 
imdue  sacrifice. 

American  Telephone  4c  Telegraph  Company^s  ^^  Per  Cent 
Contract: 

[12]  The  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  is  under  con- 
tract to  pay  to  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company 
4^  per  cent  of  its  gross  exchange  revenue  after  deducting  un- 
collectable  accounts.  In  consideration  of  this  payment  which, 
during  Ihe  year  1915,  amounted  to  approximately  $145,000, 
the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  receives  various  services 
and  benefits. 

Whea  the  present  company  entered  into  this  contract  with 
the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  none  of  the 
stocks  or  bonds  of  the  Michigan  company  were  owned  or  eon- 
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trolled  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company.    Cer- 
tain alterations  of  the  contract  have  been  made  since  the  Mich- 
igan company's  common  stock  became  largely  held  and  owned 
by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  Michigan  company.     Substantially  this  same 
contract  has  been  before  commissions  of  other  states,  by  whom 
its  conditions  have  been  quite  fully  discussed,  and  conclusions 
relative  to  it  have  been  embodied  in  decisions.     In  many   of 
these  decisions,  considerable  stress  is  laid  upon  the  fact  that 
the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  under  the  terms 
of  the  contract,  furnish  to  their  associated  companies  certain 
telephone  parts,  possessing  a  value  of  from  $3  to  $3.50  per  set. 
Computations  are  made  of  interest,  taxes,  and  depreciation,  and 
the  cost  of  repair,  amounting  to  approximately  65  cents  per  set 
per  year.    The  total  of  these  items  applies  to  the  number  of  sets 
furnished,  and  amounting,  in  this  instance,  to  about  $65,000, 
is  deducted  from  the  total  contract  payment,  and  the  balance  is 
applied  generally  to  various  other  undefined  services  furnished 
•by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  to  the  as- 
sociated company.     Such  a  treatment  of  this  contract  gives  an 
undue  share  of  weight  and  importance  to  the  furnishing  of 
these  telephone  parts.    Becognizing  the  importance  to  the  asso- 
ciated company,  of  having  these  sets  supplied  to  them,  kept  in 
repair,  improved  from  time  to  time,  and  kept  uniform  with 
those  in  service  throughout  large  portions  of  the  country,  this 
service  is  none  the  less  of  small  value  compared  with  the  benefits 
and  advantages  derived  from  other  provisions  included  within 
the  contract.     The  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company, 
itself  a  large  corporation,  financed  by  the  issuance  of  its  own 
securities,  and  occupying  the  same  relative  position  to  telephone 
companies  of  several  other  states,  is  able,  with  practicability,  to 
and  does  maintain  extensive  laboratories  and  ofiices  where  care* 
ful  experiments  are  constantly  being  made,  designed  to  produce 
improvements  and  economies  in  the  service.     It  employs  engi- 
neers, accountants,  auditors,  and  others  whose  services  are  highly 
beneficial  to  telephone  companies,  whose  employment  would  be 
impossible  to  any  of  these  associated  companies  individually. 
The  cost  to  any  individual  company  of  maintaining  a  staff  of 
skilled  assistants  of  like  character  and  ability  would  be  pro- 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  MICHIGAN  STATE  TELEPHONE  00.  105 

hibitive ;  yet,  under  this  arrangement,  the  Michigan  State  Tele- 
phone Company  now  has  the  benefit  of  all  that  these  men  do  or 
produce  in  the  way  of  improvements,  refinements,  or  economies 
in  telephone  facilities,  service,  or  methods  of  operation.  True, 
the  results  of  the  investigations  and  experiments  of  these  men, 
once  they  are  achieved,  may  be  given  to  many  associated  com- 
panies as  readily  as  to  one,  but  that  does  not  lessen  the  value 
of  them  to  any  one  of  the  associated  companies. 

The  Michigan   State  Telephone    Company's   securities   are 
taken  and  handled  by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
company  at  uniformly  low  interest  rates  and  without  large  dis- 
counts.   This  service  is  one  the  value  and  importance  of  which 
it  is  impossible  to  calculate.    Much  of  its  materials  and  supplies 
are  furnished  to  it  throu^  the  Western  Electric  Company  at 
prices,  upon  terms,  and  of  a  quality  comparing  very  favorably 
with  those  of  other  supply  houses.    These  items  were  considered 
of  such  definite  importance  by  Mr.  Burch  that  he,  very  properly, 
took  them  into  consideration  in  the  computation  of  interest  dur- 
ing the  period  of  eonstruction.    The  same  benefits  accruing  dur- 
ing that  period  continue  to  the  company.     A  lengthy  statement 
of  the  services  and  benefits  accruing  to  the  Michigan  State  Tele- 
phone, through  its  association  with  the  American  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Company,  is  a  part  of  the  proofs  in  this  case.    Only 
a  few  of  them  are  mentioned  herein,  although  there  are  others 
of  substantial  value  such  as  legal  services,  use  of  patented  devices, 
the  patents  covering  which  are  obtained,  owned,  and  defended 
by  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  and  access  to 
long  distance  toll  lines.    The  whole  arrangement  secures  to  the 
Michigan  company  many  aids  to  its  business  inuring  to  the  bene- 
fit of  its  patrons. 

Similar  contracts  between  the  American  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company  and  other  state  companies  have,  as  before  stated, 
been  before  commissions  of  other  states,  where  they  have  been 
thoroughly  investigated  and  fully  considered.  Brief  mention  of 
some  of  them  may  be  permitted. 

The  Colorado  Public  Utilities  Commission,  in  an  exhaustive 
opinion  rendered  in  Ee  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 
P.U.R.1917B,  ld8,  folly  sustains  the  contraet  and  says:    "The 
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Commission  is  also  of  the  opinion  that  the  relationship  has  been 
beneficial  both  to  the  telephone  company  and  its  patrons/' 

The  Maryland  PublicSerrice  Commission  passed  upon  this 
contract  in  an  opinion  in  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R. 
1916C,  925,  rendered  on  March  8,  1916,  and  say  of  it:  "We 
believe  it  to  be  an  arrangement  of  great  value  to  the  state/' 

The  contract  was  also  sustained  by  the  Wisconsin  Railroad 
Commission  in  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co,  P.U.R.1916C, 
1020,  decided  April  18,  1916. 

The  effect  of  this  arrangement  is  that  the  state  company  is 
given  the  benefit  of  the  services  of  the  most  efficient  engineers, 
accountants,  traffic  men,  patent  lawyers,  and  others  possible  to 
secure.  They  are  furnished  with  certain  standard  parts  of  all 
telephone  sets,  which  are  kept  in  repair  for  them.  They  are 
aided  in  their  financial  matters  extensively.  These  are  services 
which  the  company  needs,  which  are  useful  to  it,  inuring  to  the 
benefit  of  its  patrons,  which,  if  they  could  otherwise  be  had  at 
all,  certainly  could  not  be  obtained  at  any  less  cost  than  under 
their  contract  with  the  American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany. It  is  apparent  that  this  contract  should  receive  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Commission. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  metered  service 
schedule  proposed  by  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Company, 
subject  to  certain  modifications,  should  be  approved  and  made 
effective ;  that  its  application  be  made  by  exchanges,  or  otherwise, 
in  the  most  expeditious  and  economical  manner;  that  it  should 
supersede  all  existing  rates  for  the  classes  of  service  covered  by 
it  The  record  discloses  a  number  of  long-term  contracts.  Those 
contracts  were  assumed  by  the  Michigan  State  Telephone  Com- 
pany at  the  time  of  its  purchase  of  the  Home  Telq[^one  property^ 
and  are  discriminatory  under  any  schedule  of  rates.  The  rates 
fixed  by  those  contracts  should  be  superseded  by  the  rates  hereby 
fixed. 

Some  question  arose,  during  the  progress  of  the  hearing,  as  to 
certain  hotel  contracts.  These  rates  are  not  included  in  the 
proposed  schedule,  nor  are  there  any  rates  proposed  to  supersede 
them.  Ifeither  has  any  such  investigation  been  made  of  them 
as  would  enable  the  Commission  to  determine  as  to  whetiber  they 
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are  meritorious  or  fair.  They  cannot,  therefore,  be  passed  upon 
at  this  time. . 

In  many  instances  one  single  line  will  not  adequately  meet  the 
demands  made  upon  it  by  the  needs  of  an  individual  business 
subscriber.  The  result  is  a  large  number  of  *T)U8y  reports" 
and  other  unsatisfactory  operating  conditions.  Under  the  pro- 
posed schedule,  this  condition  is  met  by  a  rate  permitting  the 
installation  of  auxiliary  lines,  with  stations,  at*a  rate  of  $30  per 
year.  If  this  rate  is  taken  advantage  of  by  subscribers  of  the 
class  mentioned,  whose  use  of  the  telephone  is  extensive,  the 
character  of  the  service  will  be  greatly  improved.  A  similar 
rate  and  practice  should  be  adopted  in  connection  with  service 
pending  the  effective  date  of  the  new  schedule. 

Interim  Rates: 

It  was  suggested  upon  the  hearing  that  the  installation  of 
metered  service  could  not  be  completed  in  less  than  a  year  and  a 
half.  Under  present  conditions,  this  period  is  liable  to  be  some- 
what prolonged.  To  relieve  the  company  from  the  continuation 
of  its  present  operating  deficit,  such  interim  rates  should  be 

m 

made  effective,  pending  the  installation  of  the  metered  service 
facilities,  as  will  produce  proper  revenue.  The  company  should 
be  permitted  to  file  and  m^ke  effective  alterations  in  its  present 
rates  as  follows :. 


'  One-party  business  rate,  $84  per  year  in  lieu  of  $72. 

i  Auzi1i9,ry  lines  witli  staiioBB,  $30  per  year. 


Two-party  business  rate,  $72  per  year  in  lieu  of 
Private  branch  exchange  trunks,  $84  per  year  in  lieu  of  $72* 
One>party  residence  rate,  $48  per  year  in  lieu  of  $42. 
Two-party  residence  rate,  $36. 

Four-party  residence  rate,  $24  per  year,  including  not  to  exceed  sixty 
outgoing  calls  per  month — excess  calls  at  the  rate  of  4  cents  each. 

(Tables  showing  comparative  plant  appraisals  and  operating 
results  of  the  Detroit  exchange  as  presented  by  the  city  and  the 
applicant,  with  a  determinatiosi  of  the  Oommission  thereon, 
omitted,  as  the  pertinent  matters  therein  have  been  dealt  with  in 
preceding  parts  of  the  opinion.) 

Service  Candiiions: 

The  service  being  rendered  to  the  telephone  users  of  the  city 
of  Detroit  is  admittedly  bad.  The  principal  gronnds  of  com- 
plaint are : 

1.  That  lines  are  very  often  reported  busy. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


108 


MICHIGAN  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 


2.  That  many  times  the  operator  does  not  give  telephone  con- 
nection with  the  person  whose  number  is  calle<L 

3.  That  patrons  are  frequently  unable  to  get  central. 

4.  That  central  reports  having  rang  the  person  called  without 
securing  an  answer  when  the  telephone  of  the  person  called  did 
not  ring  at  all. 

5.  That  installations  are  not  promptly  made. 

These  are  the*chief  grounds  upon  which  the  complaints  are 
based : 

First,  considering  busy  reports.  If  a  telephone  line  is  in  use 
and  some  other  person  attempts  to  call  one  of  the  persons  using 
the  liue,  a  busy  report  is  inevitable.  On  two-party  business  serv- 
ice, and  two  and  four  party  residence  service,  the  probability  of 
busy  reports  is  increased  by  the  fact  that  more  than  one  person 
is  given  service  over  the  same  line.  When  one  person  being 
served  by  a  party  line  is  using  that  line,  it  is,  of  course,  inacces- 
sible not  only  to  other  persons  served  by  the  same  line,  but  to  all 
persons  desiring  to  talk  with  any  of  the  persons  served  by  that 
line.  The  more  frequently  these  lines  are  used  the  greater  prob- 
ability there  is  that  busy  reports  will  be  multiplied.  As  tending 
to  relieve  this  condition,  the  approval  schedule  of  rates  elimi- 
nates two-party  line  business  service.  It  also  limits  the  number 
of  outgoing  message's  on  four-party  residence  lines  to  sixty  mes- 
sages per  month,  with  a  charge  of  4  cents  each  for  excess  calls, 
which  will  probably  result  in  the  heavier  four-party  line  users 
being  transferred  to  the  two-party  residence  line  service,,  thereby 
greatly  reducing  the  traffic  per  line;  The  rates  upon  two-party 
residence  line  service  have  not  been  increased,  which  should 
further  tend  to  encourage  such  transfers. 

As  a  further  aid  to  relieving  this  condition,  provision  has 
been  made  for  the  installation  of  auxiliary  lines  with  stations 
where  the  traffic  on  individual  business  lines  is  heavy,  and  the 
rate  for  additional  trunk  lines  and  stations  in  private  branch  ex- 
changes is  reduced  from  $6  per  month  to  $2  per  month  for  addi- 
tional trunk  lines,  and  from  $1.50  per  month  to  50  cents  per 
month  for  additional  stations.  These  alterations  should  tend  to 
increase  the  number  of  lines  bearing  the  traffic,  and  proportion- 
ately decrease  the  burden  of  traffic  per  line. 

Telephone  switchboards  of  modern  manufacture  are  so  con- 
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structed,  by  reduction  of  size  of  pings  and  jacks,  as  to  result  in 
each  telephone  operator  giving  attention  to  many  more  connec- 
tions than  under  the  old  style  of  equipment.  Each  line  extend- 
ing into  an  exchange  is  represented  by  one  connection  upon  the 
switchboard.  The  installation  of  additional  lines,  either  auxil- 
iary lines  or  trunk  lines,  will  strongly  tend  to  relieve  the  burden 
placed  upon  these  operators,  as  well  as  to  afford  such  facilities 
for  incoming  calls  to  subscribers  as  should,  to  a  large  extent, 
obviate  busy  reports. 

C!onsidering  the  second  ground  of  complaint,  that  wrong  num- 
bers are  frequently  given.  This  condition,  no  do\ibt,  results  from 
the  excess  of  burden  placed  upon  the  operators.  The  effort  r^ 
quired  to  attend  to  the  large  number  of  calls  coming  into  a  small 
switchboard  space  results  either  in  the  operator's  misunderstand- 
ing the  number,  in  inserting  the  plug  into  the  wrong  connection, 
or,  where  the  number  is  transferred  to  an  operator  before  some 
other  section  of  the  switchboard  or  to  an  operator  in  some  other 
exchange,  again,  in  the  misunderstanding  of  tiie  number.  A  call 
being  made  by  the  subscriber  of  one  exchange  for  a  subscriber 
connected  with  another  exichange  necessarily  receives  the  atten* 
tion  of  two  or  more  operators,  and  this  possibility  of  misunder- 
standing numbers  is  increased  according  to  the  number  of  oper- 
ators giving  attention  to  tlie  call.  By  relieving  the  burden  placed 
upon  these  operators,  the  likelihood  of  erroneous  connections  or 
misunderstanding  of  numbers  should  be  greatly  reduced. 

Third,  considering  the  complaint  based  on  the  inability  to  get 
central.  This  situation  might  result  from  the  defective  operation, 
of  the  mechanical  appliances  so  that  the  switchboard  signal  was: 
not  given.  Or  it  might  result  from  the  operator's  being  so  busy 
with  other  calls,  that  attention  to  the  signal  was  impossible.  In 
the  first  instance,  the  remedy  would  be  to  report  the  condition. 
If  it  was  not  then  corrected,  the  fault  would  be  that  of  the  com- 
pany in  not  perfecting  the  appliance.  If  due  to  the  second  con- 
dition mentioned,  it  should  also  be  largely  remedied  by  the 
lightening  of  the  load  per  line,  as  suggested  above. 

Fourth,  considering  the  complaint  based  upon  the  failure  of 
the  snbscriber's  telej^ne  to  ring.  In  many  instances  it  is  no 
doubt  a  fact  that  the  person  called  either  does  not  hear  the  beU, 
<ff  deliberately  fails  to  answer.    Frequently^  either  through  de* 
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fective  wiring  or  other  defects  in  the  appliances,  the  bell  may 
not  ring.  It  is  also  possible  that  these  reports  may  be  incorrect, 
and  that  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  call  the  subscriber.  Such 
complaints  should  be  reported,  and,  if  due  to  defective  appliances, 
the  company  should  promptly  remedy  the  condition.  If  due  to 
the  fault  of  the  operator,  it  might  be  caused  by  too  great  a  bur- 
den upon  the  operator,  or^  in  certain  instances,  might  be  due  to 
inattention. 

Referring  generally  to  each  of  the  four  forgoing  grounds  for 
complaint,  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  character  of  the  serv- 
ice depends  upon  the  ability  of  the  operators  to  properly  handle 
the  traffic.  It  has  been  mentioned  that  the  company  expends 
considerable  money  and  effort  in  the  training  of  operators.  The 
proofs  indicate  that  these  operators  do  not  remain  in  the  service 
for  any  long  period  of  time  generally,  but  that,  after  having  been 
carefijdly  trained  and  educated  to  the  service,  they  find  the  task 
greater  than  they  can  endure.  Their  labors  are  rendered  more 
difficult  by  the  manifestations  of  impatience  on  the  part  of  sub- 
scribers. It  is  quite  probable  that,  if  the  td.ephone  users  who 
find  the  moat  frequent  causes  for  complaint  were  to  exchange 
places  with  the  operators,  the  service  would  not  be  improved. 

Fifth,  considering  the  delay  in  installation,  a  telephcme  com- 
pany serving  a  specific  territory  is  required  to  furnish  service  to 
all  persons  desiring  it,  where  such  service  can  reasonably  be 
given.  Under  the  law,  the  courts  would  set  aside  an  order  of  the 
Commission  requiring  the  giving  of  service  where  it  could  not 
reasonably  be  given,  or  where  the  order  of  the  Commission,  for 
any  reason,  was  unreasonable.  In  the  construction  of  tdephone 
exchanges,  the  company  makes  such  installation  of  lines  extend- 
ing from  its  switchboard  to  each  locality  as,  in  the  judgment  of 
the  company,  will  not  only  meet  the  demands  of  the  present,  but 
of  such  additional  capacity  as  will  likely  prove  adequate  to  the 
demands  of  the  near  future.  Installation  of  either  greater  or  less 
capacity  than  this  would  not  be  economical. 

The  growth  of  the  city  of  Detroit  has  been  such  as  to  exhaust 
this  excess  of  capacity  rapidly,  and  in  much  less  time  and  more 
generally  tiian  would  have  resulted  from  the  ordinary  growth  and 
development  of  the  city.  The  telephone  lines  in  Detroit  are  veiy 
largely  requiral  by  municipal  regulations  to  be  placed  unda> 
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ground  in  conduits  or  earned  in  aerial  cables.  These  cables, 
either  aerial  or  underground  in  conduits,  contain  a  number  of 
pairs  of  wires,  and  will  provide  telephone  facilities  for  a  certain 
number  of  persons  or  subscribers  in  each  locality.  When  the 
limit  of  the  capacity  of  these  cables  in  any  certain  locality  has 
been  reached,  it  becomes  necessary,  in  order  to  give  one  more 
person  telephone  service,  that  the  company  should  install,  not 
one  additional  pair  of  wires,  but  an  additional  cable  or  perhaps, 
under  the  regulation  of  the  municipality,  to  remove  a  cable  of 
insufficient  capacity,  and  to  substitute  a  larger  one:  The  Com- 
mission is  advised  that  this  work  of  increasing  the  capacity  of 
the  telephone  facilities  in  the  city  of  Detroit  has  been  proceeding 
with  as  much  rapidity  as  is  possible  under  general  existing  con* 
ditions.  The  government  of  the  United  States  finds  difficulty  in 
obtaining  prompt  fulfilment  of  orders  for  materials  necessary  in 
the  carrying  on  of  the  war,  in  spite  of  the  fact  that  these  orders 
are  given  priority  over  all  others.  It  is  therefore  not  a  matter 
of  great  surprise  that  there  should  be  some  delay  on  the  part  of 
the  telephone  company  in  providing  such  facilities  as  are  neces- 
sary to  give  telephone  service  to  every  individual  in  the  city  of 
Detroit,  desiring  it. 

It  has  been  urged  that  the  telephone  company  should  be  re- 
quired to  so  improve  its  facilities  as  to  give  service  of  a  proper 
standard  to  its  subscribers  in  tiie  city  of  Detroit,  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  allowance  of  any  increase  of  rates.  This  is  but 
a  natural  human  impulse,  but  it  cannot  alter  the  established  law 
of  the  country  by  which  the  determination  of  the  Commission 
must  be  controlled.  The  law  is  that  a  public  utility  company  is 
entitled  to  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  used  and 
useful  in  rendering  service  to  the  public  over  its  reasonable  dis- 
bursements in  connection  with  the  operation  and  maintenance  of 
its  plant.  Such  a  suggestion  is  impractical  for  another  reason ; 
namely,  that  to  render  the  telephone  company  able  to  improve  its 
service,  some  limitation  upon  the  traffic  per  line  or  per  station 
must  be  placed  upon  the  telephone  use.  This  can  only  be  accom- 
plished by  such  rules  and  charges  as  will  tend  to  increase  the 
number  of  lines  and  decrease  the  traffic  upon  each  line.  It  would 
be  as  practical  to  ask  a  carpenter  to  build  a  house,  and  deny  him 
the  tools  with  which  to  work,  as  to  ask  the  telephone  company  to 
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improve  its  service,  and  deny  it  snch  rules  and  regulations  and 
charges  as  will  make  that  improvement  possible. 

The  citizens  of  Detroit  do  not  expect  to  receive  telephone  serv- 
ice for  less  than  it  costs  to  give  it,  and  are  not  unwilling  to  pay 
such  rates  as  will  fairly  compensate  the  company  for  its  service. 
Detroit  is  not  only  the  metropolis  of  Michigan,  it  is  the  fifth  city 
of  the  United  States.  Its  growth  and  development  during  recent 
years  has  been  marvelous.  Leisure  among  Detroit  business  men 
is  but  a  memory  of  the  past, — a  tradition  of  times  gone  by.  Any 
service  other  than  the  most  rapid  is  too  slow;  any  method  not 
the  best  is  insufScient.  The  business  of  Detroit  demands  the  best 
and  deserves  the  best  While  the  rates  for  telephone  service,  ap- 
proved by  the  Conunission,  may  not  be  such  as  may  be  justified 
by  conditions  developing  subsequent  to  the  conclusion  of  the 
hearing,  they  are  such  as,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission, 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  company,  according  to  the  proo& 
in  the  case.  While  rates  are  necessarily  based  upon  present  con- 
ditions and  past  experience,  it  must  be  kept  in  mind  that  they 
are  to  be  applied  to  the  business  and  operations  of  the  future^ 
and  they  should  be  such  as  will  apply,  with  fairness,  to  such  con- 
ditions as  the  future  will  probably  develop.  It  remains  for  the 
Michigan  State  Telephone  Company  to  provide  a  quality  of  tele- 
phone service  in  the  city  of  Detroit,  equal  to  that  of  any  other 
city,  and  as  good  as  the  most  modem  engineering  and  invei\^ona 
can  supply. 

An  order  will  issue  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 

Note. — For  other  cases  passing  upon  the  validity  of  the  contract 
between  the  subsidiary  Bell  companies  and  the  parent  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  whereby  the  former  pay  the  lat- 
ter a  certain  per  cent  of  the  gross  revenues,  see  Re  Missouri  &  K. 
Teleph.  Co.  ante,  55 ;  Bogart  v.  Wisconsin  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R.1916C, 
1020 ;  Re  Chesapeake  &  P.  Teleph.  Co.  P.U.R.1916C,  925,  and  Be 
Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  P,U.B,1917B,  198. 
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anssotjRi  piTBiiio  scaivicfi  oommission. 

OLEAN  MILLING  COMPANY 

V. 

MISSOTJEI  PACIFIC  BAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[CaBe  No.  1328.] 

Service  —  I^aasenger  trains  -«  War  condtUona. 

Restoration  of  passenger  trains  on  a  branch  line  producing  low 
earnings  should  not  be  ordered  for  the  mere  convenience  of  patrons, 
where  the  locomotives  and  cars  are  needed  for  the  movement  of  troops 
or  to  relieve  other  equipment  for  sueh  use;  since  a  Public  Service  Com- 
mission must  be  very  careful  to  make  no  orders  and  requirements  upon 
the  railroads  which  will  tend  to  hinder,  delay,  or  embarrass  the  gov- 
ernment in  its  work  of  prosecuting  the  war  to  a  victorious  conclusion. 

[December  6,  1917.] 

Appmcation  tor  restoration  for  passenger  service  on  the  Bag- 
nell  branch  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  Eailroad  Company;  tem- 
porarily denied. 

Blair,  Commissioner:  The  complaint  in  this  case  was  filed 
on  Aaigiist  10,  1917.  The  complainants  and  other  interested  par- 
ties live  on  what. is  known  as  the  Bagnell  branch,  the  same  being 
a  line  of  railroad  operated  by  the  defendant,  the  Missouri  Pacific 
Railroad  Company,  between  Jefferson  City  and  Bagnell,  lying 
in  Cole,  Moniteau,  and  Miller  counties.  Said  railroad  passes 
through  the  stations  of  Scruggs,  Lohman,  Bussellville,  Enon, 
Olean,  Eldon,  Aurora  Springs,  and  Cooper,  besides  the  terminal 
points  above  named. 

The  complaint  charges  that  the  defendant  operated  daily  local 
passenger  trains  between  Jefferson  City  and  Bagnell  for  many 
years,  said  trains  being  known  as  Nos.  638  and  639;  that  on 
the  5th  day  of  August,  1917,  the  defendant  wrongfully  and 
arbitrarily  ceased  to  operate  said  trains,  and  has  failed  and  re^ 
fused  to  restore  said  train  service  to  the  Bagnell  branch;  that 
the  business  done  by  the  defendant  over  said  branch  line  is  such 
as  to  make  it  necessary  and  proper  that  such  train  sen-ice  should 
be  restored,  and  complainants  pray  the  Commission  for  an  order 
requiring  the  defendant  to  restore  such  daily  passengw  service. 

On  August  19,  1917,  the  defendant  filed  its  answer  deayiag 
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that  said  trains  Nos.  638  and  639  had  been  discontinued  without 
right  and  authority^  or  regard  for  the  rights  end  convenience  of 
the  public,  and  defendant,  in  its  answer,  set  out  at  great  length 
the  e:5igencies  of  the  war,  and  the  demands  of  the  government  ' 
upon  the  railroads  of  the  country  that  compelled  the  railroads 
to  curtail  service  wherever  possible  by  eliminating  unnecessary 
trains,  and  by  doing  everything  in  their  power  to  be  ready  and 
able  at  all  times  to  oonvey  troops^  equipment^  munitions,  and 
supplies  on  call  by  the  government;  that,  in  order  to  be  in  a 
position  to  comply  with  the  necessities  of  the  government,  the 
defendant  had  discontinued  said  trains  Nos.  638  and  639,  as 
well  as  a  large  number  of  trains  on  other  lines,  thereby  conserv- 
ing equipment  and  fuel  in  order  to  assist  the  government  to  the 
greatest  possible  extent.  In  its  answer,  the  defendant  sets  up 
the  resolution  of  the  Kailroads'  War  Board  urging  just  such  ac- 
tion as  the  defendant  has  taken  in  regard  to  the  Bagnell  branch 
passenger  train  service. 

The  case  was  set  down  for  hearing  at  the  office  of  the  Com- 
mission, and  was  heard  on  September  18,  1917.  In  pursuance 
to  an  understanding  then  had,  both  defendant  and  complainants 
later  filed  briefs  and  arguments,  and  the  case  is  now  submitted 
to  the  Commission  upon  the  evidence  and  upon  such  briefs. 

The  Bagnell  branch  on  tiie  Missouri  Paoifio  Railroad  is  about 
45  miles  long  and  operates  between  Jefferson  City  and  Bagnell, 
pasing  through  the  stations  mentioned  above.  Prior  to  August 
5,  1917,  the  defendant  operated  trains  upon  such  branch  line  on 
the  following  schedule : 


No.  643 

Mixed 

Ex.  Sun. 


8:00  A.  M. 
•  8:30  A.   Iff. 

8:  §5  A.  H. 

0:35  A.  Iff. 
10:06  A.  K. 
10:30  A.  K. 
11:20  A.  V. 
11:35  A.  M. 


11:45 
12:15 


A.    V. 
P.   M, 


Miles. 


0 
7 
13 
19 
24 
28 
33 
37 
40 
46 


Lv Jefferson  City Ar.  N 

Scruggs 

Xx)hman   

HusseUville   D 

£non    

Oiean    D 

Eldon   Di 

Aurora  Springs 

Lv Cooper  

At. Bagnell  Lv.  D 


Xo.  644 

Mixed 

Ex.  Sqb. 


p. 
p. 
p. 


5:00 

4:30 

4:10 

3:50   P. 

3:22   P. 

3:05 

2:45 

2:00 

1:45 


P. 
P. 
P. 

P. 


1:15   P. 


K. 
K. 
K. 
K. 
M. 
K. 
Iff. 
M. 
M. 
U. 
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No.   0S9 
Daily. 

Miles. 

No.  638 
Daily. 

7:00    A.  It. 

0 
7 
13 
19 
24 
28 
33 
37 
40 
45 

Lv 

....  JefferBon  City  . . . . 

,.  .Ar.  N 

11:45   A.   M. 

7:20    A.  M. 

RnniircrR 

11:26   A.   M. 

7 :  34   A.  M. 

•  ••*  ......  . — ~ on"     -----..----- 

•  •....> - TjftninaTi    ...... ........ 

11:10   A.   M. 

7:50   A.   M. 

. , .  .Russellyille   

.......  D 

10:55   A.   M. 

8:00   A.   H. 

....  Cnon    

10:40   A.   K. 

8:15   A.  M. 

....  Clean • 

V b 

10:30  A.   M. 

8:32   A.  K. 

Klflnn     

D 

10:16  A.   M. 

8:45   A.  H. 

,  .  .  .  .  Aurorn.  RnrincrB 

10:03  A.   M. 

8:55   A.   H. 

Lv. . . . . 
Av 

....  Coooer 

9:53   A.   M. 

9:15   A.   K. 

....Bagiiell   ..' 

, . .  .Lv.  D 

9:35  A.   M. 

From  this  schedule  it  appears  that  defendant  operated  a  daily 
passenger  train,  which  left  Jefferson  City  at  7 :00  a.  m.,  arriving 
at  Bagnell  at  9:15  a.  u,y  and  returning  left  Bagnell  at  9:35 
A.  M.,  arriving  at  Jefferson  City  at  11 :45  a.  m.  ;  and  defendant 
further  operated  a  mixed  train  every  day  in  the  week,  except 
Sunday,  which  left  Jeffeirson  City  at  8:00  a.  m.,  arriving  at 
Bagnell  at  12 :15  p.  m.,  and  returning  left  Bagnell  at  1 :15  p.  m., 
arriving  at  Jefferson  City  at  5 :00  p.  m. 

The  evidence  shows  that,  under  this  schedule,  the  people  living 
on  the  Bagnell  branch  were  able  to  go  to  Jefferson  City  in  time 
to  make  connections  with  the  fast  passenger  train  leaving  Jeffer- 
son City  for  Kansas  City  at  12 :20  p.  m.,  and  the  local  passenger 
train  between  Jefferson  City  and  Kansas  City  leaving  about  3 :00 
p.  M.,  and  were  able  to  make  connections  with  the  fast  passenger 
train  leaving  Jefferson  City  at  1:56  p.  m.,  for  St.  Louis,  and 
another  fast  passenger  train  leaving  Jefferson  City  at  8 :65  p.  m. 
for  St.  Louis,  and  the  local  passenger  train  leaving  Jefferson  City 
about  2:35  p.  m.  for  St.  Louis;  that,  under  the  ndxed  train 
schedule,  they  were  then  able  to  load  their  live  stock  for  shipment 
to  St.  Louis  about  noon,  or  soon  thereafter,  and  that  such  arrange- 
ment enabled  them  to  get  their  stock  into  St.  Louis  within  a  rea- 
sonable time,  and  without  undue  shrinkage  in  transit. 

On  August  5,  1917,  the  defendant  discontinued  trains  Nos. 
638  and  639,  and  provided  a  schedule  for  mixed  train  service, 
one  train  each  way,  said  train  leaving  Jefferson  City  at  5:45 
A.  M.,  arriving  at  Bagnell  at  9:45  a.  m.,  and  the  return  train 
leaving  Bagnell  at  10 :15  a.  m.,  arriving  at  Jefferson  City  at  2 :00 
F.  M.,  said  trains  being  known  as  trains  Nos.  650  and  661.  This 
train  leaves  Jefferson  City  after  the  arrival  of  the  fast  mail  from 
St.  Louis,  and  na  complaint  is  made  by  the  people  living  on  the 
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Bagnell  branch  about  inadequate  mail  service  in  so  far  as  getting 
their  mail  is  concerned,  but  the  witnesses  make  serious  complaint 
about  their  inability  to  get  their  mail  delivered  in  time  to  answer 
same  on  the  same  day,  the  schedule  time  of  leaving  being  only 
one-half  hour  after  the  arrival  of  this  train  at  Bagnell.  The 
testimony  shows  they  did  not  suffer  this  inconvenience  under  the 
prior  schedule. 

The  present  schedule  is  as  follows: 


651    Mixed. 


5:45  A.  M. 

6:10  A.  If. 

6:30  A.  H. 

7:05  A.  M. 

7:30  A.  K. 

S:00  A.  M. 

8:46  A.  M. 

0:05  A.  M. 

9:15  A.  M. 

0:45  A.  M. 


650   Mixed. 


2:00  P.  M. 
1:25  P.  X. 
1:00    P.    IC 


12:35    p.    M. 
12:01   A.   X. 


JefTerson  City   125.30  :a\. 

Scruggs    

Lohman    

Enon 

Glean    jll:40   a.  m. 

KMon    111:15   A.  M. 

Aurora  Springs ill :00   A.  M. 

Cooper    10:45   A.  ic 

Bagnell   170.70  mi.  10:16  a.  m. 


Serious  complaint  is  also  made  that,  by  reason  of  having  to 
load  live  stock  at  Bagnell  prior  to  10:15  a.  m.,  the  shrinlcage 
has  very  largely  increased,  as  the  live  stock  is  necessarily  kept 
in  the  cars  until  arrival  at  St.  Louis  the  following  morning. 
Under  the  schedule  now  in  force,  the  train  leaves  Bagnell  three 
hours  earlier  than  the  mixed  train  left  under  the  old  schedule. 
The  testimony  also  tends  to  show  considerable  inconvenience 
to  the  people  on  this  branch  in  their  passenger  service.  They 
are  now  imable  to  make  connection  with  the  noon  train  for 
Kansas  City,  which  leaves  at  12 :20  p.  m.,  or  with  the  fast  train 
for  St.  Louis  leaving  at  1:55  p.  m.  The  inconvenience  to 
those  going  to  St  Xouis  is  not  so  great  as  it  is  to  those  going  to 
Kansas  City.  If  the  Bagnell  train  is  on  time,  they  arrive  in 
Jefferson  City  in  ample  time  to  take  the  local  train  at  2:35 
p.  M.^  or  the  fast  train  at  3 :55  P.  h.,  but  going  towards  Kansas 
City,  the  citizens  of  the  Bagnell  branch  either  have  to  take  the 
slow  local  train  at  3:00  p.  m.,  or  wait  for  one  of  the  late  night 
trains. 

There  can  be  no  question  under  the  evidence  that  the  people 
on  this  branch  suffer  real  inconvenience  by  reason  of  the  cur- 
tailed train  service. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  evidence  introduced  on  behalf  of  the 
defendant  shows  the  enormous  numbers  of  troops  that  are  oott- 

P.U.R.1018C. 


OLEAN  MILLING  CO.  r.  MISSOURI  P.  R.  CO.  117 

stantly  being  moved  under  orders  from  the  government^  a  large 
portion  of  which  use  the  equipment  of  the  defendant.  The  de- 
fendant shows  it  has  no  excess  passenger  train  equipment ;  and 
in  order  to  procure  necessary  equipment  for  such  use,  it  must 
necessarily  take  the  same  out  of  service.  Not  only  does  the 
evidence  show  that  the  defendant  must  move  soldiers  to  and 
from  the  cantonments  and  training  camps  within  its  own  ter- 
ritory, but  must  be  prepared  upon  very  short  notice  to  furnish 
engines  and  cars  for  the  movement  of  troops  from  other  lines 
over  its  road;  and  that  defendant  has  even  been  compelled  to 
lend  its  engines  and  cars  to  other  railroads  for  the  movement 
of  government  troops  and  equipment. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  earnings  of  the  passenger  trains 
on  the  Bagnell  branch  were  very  low;  and  while  defendant  dis- 
claims any  intention  to  discontinue  train  service  solely  on  the 
ground  of  small  earnings,  its  officers  urge  upon  the  Commission 
the  thought  that  low  earnings  are  evidence  of  little  usage,  and 
this  tends  to  show  that,  by  taking  off  such  trains,  the  general 
public  will  suffer  less  inconvenience  than  they  would  by  taking 
off  trains  returning  large  earnings  with  accompanying  large  use 
by  the  public. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  engine  used  by  defendant  in  op- 
erating its  passenger  trains  on  the  Bagnell  brandi  was  taken  to 
the  shops  at  Sedalia,  and,  at  the  time  of  the  hearing,  was  being 
repaired  for  the  purpose  of  being  used  upon  the  White  river 
branch  of  its  system  between  Joplin  and  Newport,  there  to  relieve 
an  engine  of  greater  weight  and  larger  capacity  which  defend- 
ant proposed  to  use  cm  the  main-line  service  in  moving  troops. 

The  passenger  coach  used  on  the  Bagnell  branch  has  been  taken 
to  Sedalia,  and  used  in,  the  movement  of  troops.  The  combina- 
tion baggage  and  passenger  coach  had  been  exchanged  for  one 
of  smaller  capacity  and  the  larger  one  was  in  use  for  moving 
troops,  and  the  use  of  the  smaller  combination  car  upon  the 
present  mixed  train  released  a  drover's  caboose  for  use  by  de- 
fendant elsewhere. 

Defendant's  witnesses  showed  that  the  train  service  had  been 
eurtailed  by  taking  off  trains  between  various  other  points  on  its 
system;  for  example,  a  passenger  train  between  Carthage  and 
Topeka,  Kansas,  a  local  train  between  Nevada  and  Kansas  City, 
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a  passenger  train  on  the  Warsaw  branch,  a  passenger  train  on  the 
Versailles  branch;  by  taking  off  eighteen  to  twenty  suburban 
trains  in  the  vicinity  of  St.  Louis;  by  eliminatipg  passenger 
service  from  Hhno  to  Cairo;  by  taking  off  one  passenger  train 
between  Springfield  and  Joplin  on  the  White  river  branch;  by 
taking  off  a  passenger  train  between  Pittsfield  and  Newport ;  by 
taking  off  a  local  train  between  Sedalia  and  Jefferson  City,  and 
also  a  passenger  train  on  the  Le:sington  branch.  The  testimony 
of  the  defendant  tended  to  show  that,  by  such  elimination,  de- 
fendant had  saved  between  eighteen  and  twenty  thousand  train 
miles  of  train  operation  per  month,  to  say  nothing  of  the  saving 
of  coal  thereby.  It  appeared  in  the  evidence  that,  at  the  date 
of  hearing,  the  Missouri  Pacific  had  on  hand  not  to  exceed  three 
days'  supply  of  coal. 

Defendant's  evidence  showed  that  it  had  saved  in  Missouri 
by  eliminating  such  train  service  six  ^igines,  one  ba^age  car, 
and  ten  coaches ;  that  it  had  taken  out  of  service  in  Illinois,  Ar* 
kansas,  and  Missouri  altogether  nine  engines,  two  baggage  cars, 
one  baggage  and  express  car,  three  baggage  and  mail  cars,  and 
fourteen  coachea  It  seems  that  all  these  engines,  coaches,  and 
baggage  cars  were  either  in  use  in  hauling  troops,  or  were  sup- 
planting better  equipment  that  was  in  such  use,  and  that  some  of 
the  engines  were  being  repaired  for  that  use. 

The  testimony  showed  that  the  defendant  was  unable  to  put^ 
chase  any  new  equipment  whatever ;  that  cars  could  not  be  pro- 
cured within  several  months;  and  that  it  was  impossible  to 
purchase  engines  earlier  than  eighteen  months  after  date  of  or- 
der, and  then  there  was  no  assurance  as  to  date  of  delivery. 

We  are  of  opinion  that,  under  the  showing  made,  the  defend- 
ant is  making  a  bona  fide  effort  to  assist  the  government  in  the 
crisis  of  war,  and  that  there  is  no  more  reason  for  restoring  pas- 
senger train  service  on  this  line  than  on  various  others  where 
such  passenger  service  has  been  curtailed  for  war  purposes.  We 
have  no  hesitancy  in  saying  that^  under  the  showing  made,  the 
Commission  would  order  a  restoration  of  its  passenger  train 
service  were  it  not  for  the  exigencies  of  the  war  in  which  we  are 
engaged ;  but  in  times  like  these  the  Public  Service  Commission 
must  be  very  careful  to  make  no  orders  and  requirements  upon 
the  railroads  that  will  tend  to  hinder,  delay,  or  embarrass  the 
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govenmieBt  in  its  work  of  prosecuting  the  war  to  a  victorious 
conclusion.  It  is  the  patriotic  duty  of  private  citizens,  as  well 
as  public  officials,  to  lend  their  aid  to  this  end,  putting  aside  all 
personal  consideration. 

We  therefore  feel  that,  at  the  present  time,  the  defendant 
should  not  be  required  to  restore  its  passenger  train  service  on 
the  Bagnell  branch.  However,  the  Commission  will  reserve  ju- 
risdiction in  this  case  for  the  purpose  of  making  such  further 
and  additional  orders  as  necessity  therefor  may  from  time  to  time 
appear,  and  will  reopen  this  case  and  hear  further  testimony  at 
any  time  upon  a  showing  that  the  necessities  of  the  war  no  longer 
require  the  use  of  the  equipment  formerly  in  service  upon  this 
line. 

We  have  made  considerable  study  of  the  present  schedule  with 
a  view  of  determining  some  better  schedule  for  the  people  living 
on  the  Bagnell  branch.  We  are  unable  to  figure  out  any  schedule 
that  will  better  meet  the  connections  for  passenger  service  than 
are  now  made  by  the  present  schedule  in  the  absence  of  special 
passenger  service.  There  is  no  reason  why  defendant  should'  not 
meet  the  schedule  now  in  force,  and  the  Commission  expects  such 
service,  and  a  failure  to  furnish  same  will  be  a  potent  argument 
for  restoration  of  separate  passenger  service.  If  the  people  liv- 
ing on  this  branch  would  prefer  to  abandon  the  present  passenger 
connections  at  Jefferson  City  for  better  freight  service,  the  case 
can  be  reopened  on  that  point*  We  have  not  felt  that  we  were 
suiBciently  advised  to  order  such  change  under  the  evidence  so 
far  adduced  in  this  hearing. 

On  the  evidence  now  before  the  Commission,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  we  will  not  be  authorized  either  in  ordering  pas- 
senger train  service  restored,  or  ordering  any  changes  made  in  the 
present  schedule  of  the  mixed  trains. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  the  views  herein 
expressed. 

All  concur. 

Busby,  C,  absent. 

Note. — ^In  Ipswich  Mills  v.  American  Exp.  Co.  D-439,  Jan.  14, 
1918,  the  New  Hampshire  Commission  in  denying  a  petition  for  s 
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free  express  pick-up  and  delivery  system  in  Belmonty  because  of  war 
conditions  said :  ''The  Federal  govemm^it  is  making  large  demands 
upon  all,  and  especially  upon  transportation  companies,  and  it  is  an 
adopted  principle  in  all  regulation  not  to  require  any  extension  of 
service  or  extra  expense  unless  it  shall  clearly  count  in  helping 
win  the  war,  which  is  the  overwhelmingly  absorbing  interest  and 
business  of  our  country  at  the  present  time,'* 

In  Chambers  v.  Philadelphia  Bapid  Transit  Co.  (Pa.)  Complaint 
Docket  No.  1642,  Jan.  22,  1918,  a  street  railway  company  was  ex- 
cused from  roofing  part  of  its  station  platforms  because  of  inability 
to  secure  material  and  labor  during  war  times. 


MONTANA  PUBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSIOIT. 

INTERMOUNTAIN  TELEPHONE  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY 

v. 
MOUNTAIN  STATES  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH  COM- 
PANY. 

[Docket  No.  621;  Report  and  Order  No.  219.] 

Commissions  —  Jurisdiction  —  Adjudication  —  Contract. 

1.  The  Montana  Commisfiion  is  without  juriadiction  to  adjudicate 
or  enforce  the  terma  of  a  oonneetiag  liae  oontract  between  two  telephone 
utilitiet. 

intercorporate  relations  ^  Jurisdiction  of  Commission  —  Division  of 
profits, 

2.  The  Montana  Commisflion  has  authority  to  inalst  that  eonnect- 
ing  line  contracts  between  a  state- wide  telephone  utility  and  a  connect- 
ing company  shall  not  provide  for  a  greater  or  less  division  of  profits 
than  exists  between  such  utility  and  other  similar  connecting  lines. 

(Hall,  Commissioner,  dissents.) 

[November  23«  1917.] 

Complaint  for  division  of  proceeds  under  telephone  connect- 
ing line  agreement  between  the  parties;  complaint  so  far  as 
inquiring  on  interpretation  or  enforcement  of  the  contract  dis- 
missed ;  parties  ordered  to  file  their  connecting  line  contract. 

Hearing  was  regularly  held  at  Helena,  Montana,  on  July  11, 
1917,  at  10  o'clock  a.  m. 

Appearances:  Edward  Horsky  for  the  complainant;  C,  Q. 
Cotton  for  the  defendant. 
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By  the  Comnussioil :  The  Intennountain  Telephone  &  Elec- 
tric Company,  a  Montana  corporation,  with  an  exohange  at 
Big  Ox,  filed  a  complaint  relative  to  a  controversy  with 
the  Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  respect- 
ing the  division  of  proceeds  in  the  Marysville  district.  It  was 
alleged  that  the  Marysville  Kural  Telephone  Company,  the 
predecessor  in  interest  of  the  c(»nplainant,  constructed  and  oper- 
ated a  party  line  from  Canyon  creek  to  Marysville  in  1909, 
connecting  with  a  toll  circuit  of  the  Bocky  Mountain  Bell  Tele- 
phone Company,  the  predecessor  of  the  defendant. 

On  February  1,  1911,  an  agreement  was  entered  into  by  and 
between  Ihe  Eocky  Mountain  Bell  Telephone  Company  and  the 
Marysville  Bural  Telephone  Company,  by  the  terms  of  which 
the  following  arrangement  was  made:  The  Marysville  Rural 
Telephone  Company  was  to  pay  the  Rocky  Mountain  Bell  Tel- 
ephone Company  $10  per  year,  per  station,  or  83J  cents  per 
month,  for  the  use  of  the  toll  line  of  the  latter  company  and  the 
service  with  its  Helena  subscribers.  This  contract  was  to  expire 
the  1st  day  of  February,  1912,  or  thereafter  upon  the  expiration 
of  thirty  days  after  written  notice  of  intention  to  terminate  the 
same.  The  complainants  allege  that  this  agreement  was  satis- 
factory to  the  successors  of  the  defendant  company,  although  it 
only  granted  an  income  revenue  of  about  $300  per  year. 

In  consideration  of  this  agreement,  the  complainant  construct- 
ed new  lines  and  increased  its  business  until  it  was  returning  a 
revenue  of  $2,300  per  year  in  lieu  of  the  original  $300,  which 
apparently  was  satisfactory. 

It  is  further  alleged  that  the  defendant  refused  to  continue 
this  contract,  and  that  for  a  time  a  substitute  contract  was  in 
efFeet,  but  at  the  present  time  the  complainant  is  at  a  loss  to  know 
its  contractual  relationship  with  the  defendant  company. 

The  complainant  avers  that  it  is  operating  at  a  loss  of  prac- 
tically $1,500  per  year,  and  that  unless  an  equitable  rate  is 
granted,  will  be  compelled  to  suspend  operation  and  deprive  the 
communi-^  it  serves  of  telephone  service.  The  plaintiff  prays 
for  proper  and  adequate  relief  in  the  premises. 

The  defendant  filed  an  answer,  admitting  the  allegations  of 
paragraph  1  of  the  complaint,  but  denied  all  other  allegations. 

The  testimony  at  ihe  bearing  was  to  the  effect  that  a  contract 
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was  entered  into  on  February  1,  1911,  bebveea  the  predeeesaors 
in  interest  of  the  respective  parties  hereto,  by  virtue  of  which 
stations  on  the  complainants'  lines  should  be  furnished  Helena 
exchange  service  on  the  defendant's  toll  line  at  a  rate  of  $10 
for  each  of  complainants'  stations,  with  a  xninimnm  annual 
charge  of  $300  to  be  paid  to  the  defendant  company  by  the  com- 
plainants. This  contract  in  no  manner  contained  provisions 
relative  to  the  contract  of  subscribers,  and  referred  only  to  the 
arrangement  between  the  two  utilities  concerned.  This  contract 
was  to  remain  in  effect  until  February  1,  1912,  and  thereafter 
until  the  expiration  of  thirly  days  after  written  notice  of  inten- 
tion to  terminate  the  same,  given  by  either  party  to  the  other. 
It  was  agreed  that  the  defendant  company  give  thirty  days'  notice 
to  the  complainant  that  the  contract  should  be  terminated  on 
October  30,  1918. 

On  March  4,  1913,  the  law  creating  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission of  Montana  became  effective.  It  was  agreed  by  all  par- 
ties that  the  contract  of  February  1,  1911,  was  in  effect  at  that 
time. 

During  the  month  of  March,  1913,  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission made  an  order  requiring  all  companies  subject  to  its 
jurisdiction  to  file  the  rates  as  well  as  copies  of  any  and  all  ex- 
isting contracts. 

The  evidence  further  disclosed  that  a  second  contract  was  en- 
tered into  between  the  complainants  and  defendants  on  October 
30,  1913,  providing  generally  for  connections  passing  through 
long-distance  lines  of  both  parties,  but  not  originating  at  Big 
Ok,  and,  where  a  switching  service  was  performed,  each  party 
should  take  its  share  of  the  total  long*distanoe  charge,  according 
to  its  published  schedule  chai^,  with  no  charge  for  switching. 

It  was  further  provided  that,  for  switdiing  other  than  through 
business,  the  defendant  should  pay  16  per  cent  of  the  defendant's 
charge  for  each  message,  originating  at  Big  Ox,  for  transmission 
to  points  on  the  defendant's  system. 

A  parol  agreement  was  also  entered  into  by  whidi  the  manager 
of  the  complainant  company  was  to  receive  an  allowance  of  $100 
per  month.  This  agreement,  however,  was  not  filed  in  the  office 
of  the  Commission,  nor  did  the  Commission  have  any  knowledge 
of  the  same.     Neither  the  complainant  nor  the  defendant  has 

P.U.R.1918C. 


INTERMOUNTAIN  T.  &  E.  CO.  v.  MOUNTAIN  8.  T.  &  T.  CO.    123 

fl 

filed  with  the  CommiBsion  any  notice  of  the  termination  of  the 
agreement  of  February  1,  1911",  nor  was  the  Commission  advised 
of  the  contents  of  the  agreement  of  October  30,  1913. 

Considerable  testimony  was  offered  relative  to  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  service  and  the  contractual  relations  between  the 
complainants,  defendants,  and  the  public.  Briefs  were  filed  after 
the  hearing,  dealing  largely  with  the  jurisdiction  of  this  Com- 
mission and  distinction  between  rates  and  contracts  involved  in 
this  case. 

FINDINGS. 

[1,  2]  After  a  thorough  consideration  of  the  testimony  and 
briefs  in  this  case,  the  Commission  feels  that  all  parties  to  this 
controversy  have  failed  to  appreciate  and  understand  the  position 
of  this  Commission  in  matters  of  this  nature. 

Chapter  52  of  the  13th  Session  Laws  specifically  states  "that 
nothing  in  this  act  shall  be  construed  as  vesting  judicial  powers 
in  this  Commission.^' 

We  believe  that  this  act  precludes  us  from  considering  the 
equitable  provision  of  the  contract  or  enforcement  thereof.  We 
are  thereby  precluded  from  passing  upon  the  question  of  the 
validity  of  the  parol  agreement  and  contract  of  October  30,  1913, 
or  to  determine  the  date  of  the  alleged  termination  of  the  same. 
The  above  matters  are  questions  to  be  adjudicated  by  the  courts. 

Complainant  alleges  that,  unless  a  more  equitaUe  adjustment 
of  earnings  is  made,  it  will  suffer  great  injury.  We  find  that 
chapter  4401  of  the  Civil  Code  provides  a  legal  remedy  in  these 
premises  under  a  court  action  of  condemnation  and  award. 

We  disagree  with  the  contention  of  the  defendants  tiiat  the 
Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  on  the  grounds  that  no  rate  mat- 
ters are  involved.  We  maintain  that  we  have  absolute  authority 
to  insist  that  the  contracts  between  the  Mountain  States  Tel- 
ephone &  Telegraph  Company  and  the  Intermountain  Telephone 
&  Electric  Company  shall  not  provide  for  a  greater  or  less  divi- 
sion of  profits  than  exists  between  the  defendant  company  and 
other  connecting  lines  similar  to  the  Intermountain  Telephone  & 
Electric  Company.  Otherwise  such  action  Would  be  discrim- 
inatory, both  as  affecting  the  connecting  companies  directly  and 
the  patrons  thereof  indirectly. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


124  MONTANA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

Both  parties  to  this  action  are  to  be  criticized  for  the  fact  that 
no  record  of  contract^  excepting  a  blanket  connecting  line  blank 
agreement,  was  filed  with  this  Commission  prior  to  this  hearing. 

The  Commission  was  not  apprised  of  the  contract  of  February 
1, 1911,  or  the  alleged  termination  of  the  same. 

No  notice  was  given  of  the  contract  lliat  was  volnntarily  en- 
tered into  on  October  30,  1918,  and  which  was  apparently  satis- 
factory to  all  parties  concerned  for  a  time.  The  Conmiission 
had  no  notice  of  the  alleged  termination  of  this  second  contract 
or  of  the  arrangement  now  in  effect. 

In  dispute  of  these  facts  now  that  a  dispute  has  arisen,  we  are 
advised  of  the  conditions  and  expected  to  adjudicate  and  enforce 
contracts  that,  through  negligence  or  indifference,  were  not  filed. 
This  the  Commission  refuses  to  do,  and  will  enter  an  order  dis- 
missing the  complaint  as  far  as  interpretation  or  enforcement  of 
the  alleged  contracts  is  concerned,  as  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances we  maintain  that  these  are  matters  for  courts  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction.  We  will  order,  further,  that  the  parties 
hereto  file  the  connecting  line  contract  now  in  existence  within 
twenty  days  in  order  to  avoid  contention  in  the  future. 

ORDER. 

This  case  being  at  issue,  and  an  investigation  of  the  matters 
and  things  involved  having  been  made,  and  the  Commission  hav- 
ing on  the  date  hereof  made  its  report  containing  the  findings  of 
fact  and  conclusions  thereon,  which  report  is  made  a  part  hereof, 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  complaint,  so  far  as  interpreta- 
tion or  enforcement  of  contracts  is  concerned,  is  dismissed. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  complainant  and  defendant  each 
file  their  connecting  line  contract  within  twenty  days  from  date 
of  service  hereof. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  secretary  serve  a  certified  copy  of 
this  report  and  order  upon  the  parties  to  this  hearing. 

Hall,  Commissioner,  dissenting:  The  questions  involved  in 
this  case  depend  upon  the  construction  of  the  statutes  of  Mon- 
tana in  chapter  52,  Acts  of  the  13th  Legislative  Assembly,  and 
the  orders  of  this  Board,  made  pursuant  thereto^  ordetr  No.  1 
reading  as  follows : 
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Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  11,  chapter  52,  Session  Laws 
of  1913,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that  every  public  utility,  producing, 
delivering,  or  furnishing  to  others,  heat,  street  railway  serv- 
ice, light,  power  in  any  form  or  by  any  agency,  water  for  busi- 
ness, manufacturing,  household  use,  or  sewerage  service,  tele- 
graph or  telephone  service,  shall  file  in  duplicate  with  the  Com- 
mission not  later  than  April  8,  1913,  printed  or  typewritten 
schedules  showing  all  rates,  tolls,  and  charges  in  effect  or  any 
service  performed,  and  all  rules  and  regulations  in  any  manner 
affecting  the  rates  charged,  or  service  rendered,  this  to  include 
csopy  of  any  and  all  existing  contracts.  Such  schedules  also  to 
embody  any  and  all  service  furnished  gratis,  and  the  same  shall 
be  submitted  over  the  signature  of  the  proper  officer. 

By  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  the  State 

of  Montana 

By  R.  F.  McLaren,  Secretary. 
Helena,  Montana,  March  27,  1913. 

The  majority  opinion  also  is  in  direct  conflict  with  the  official 
opinion  rendered  by  the  attorney  general's  office  to  this  Board,  in 
compliance  with  a  request  for  the  same.  The  attorney  general's 
opinion  furnished  this  board  is  as  follows : 

"I  acknowledge  receipt  of  your  communication  of  recent  date 
submitting  the  files,  briefs,  and  transcript  in  docket  621,  in  the 
matter  of  the  Mountain  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  com- 
plainant, vs.  Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company, 
defendant,  and  requesting  my  opinion  as  to  whether  or  not  you 
have  jurisdiction  in  the  matter,  and  whether  or  not  the  Com- 
mission has  authority  to  enter  a  binding  order  in  the  case,  and 
to  what  extent  such  order  may  be  made  effective. 

"It  appears  from  the  transcript,  that  the  complainant  and  de- 
fendant, on  February  1,  1911,  entered  into  a  contract  whereby 
stations  on  complainant's  lines,  receiving  service  through  its  Big 
Ox  switchboard,  should  be  furnished  Helena  exchange  service 
by  the  defendant  company,  by  way  of  John's  ranch,  at  the  rate  of 
$10  per  year  for  each  of  complainant's  stations  with  a  minimum 
charge  of  $300  per  year,  to  be  paid  to  defendant  company  by 
c6mplainant.  The  defendant  company  had  no  dealings  whatever 
with  complainant's  subscribers,  the  contract  being  between  the 
two  utilities:  Said  contract  contained  a  provision  that  it  should 
remain  in  force  until  February  1,  1912,  and  thereafter  until  the 

P.U.R.1918C. 


126  MONTANA  PUBUC  SERVICE  (X)MHI8SI0N. 

expiration  of  thirty  days  after  written  notice  of  intuition  to 
terminate  the  same  given  by  either  party  to  the  other.  Both 
parties  admit  that  the  defendant  company  gave  thirty  days'  no- 
tice that  the  contract  would  be  terminated  on  October  30,  1313. 

"On  October  30,  1913,  a  second  contract  was  entered  into  be- 
tween complainant  and  defendant,  wherein  it  was  agreed  that 
for  communications  passing  over  the  loiig-<listanoe  line  of  both 
parties,  where  neither  the  party  calling  nor  the  party  called  was 
at  Big  Ox,  and  where  switching  was  performed,  eaeh  party 
should  take  its  share  of  the  total  long-distance  charge,  according 
to  its  published  schedule  charges,  no  charge  being  made  for 
switching;  and  that  for  switching,  other  than  through  business, 
the  defendant  should  pay  the  complainant  15  per  cent  (with  a 
maximum  of  15  cents  on  any  one  message),  of  the  defendant's 
charge  for  each  message,  originating  at  Bix  Ox  and  passing  to 
points  on  defendant's  system ;  messages  incoming  to  and  termi- 
nating at  Big  Ox  to  be  switched  by  complainant  without  charge 
to  defendant 

"The  agreement  entered  into  between  complainant  and  defend- 
ant on  February  1,  1911,  was  in  full  force  and  effect  on  March 
4,  1913,  the  date  when  chap.  52,  Acts  of  13tli  Legislative  As- 
sembly, became  effective,  no  action  having  been  taken  by  either 
party  towards  terminating  such  agreement  prior  to  such  date. 

"Neither  complainant  nor  defendant  ever  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission any  notice  that  the  agreement  of  February  1,  1911,  had 
ever  been  terminated,  and  neither  was  any  copy  of  the  agreement 
of  October  30,  1913,  ever  filed  with  or  approved  by  the  Com- 
mission. 

"It  is  contended  by  defendant  that  this  matter  involves  no 
rate  question,  but  is  purely  a  matter  of  the  private  relations  be- 
tween the  two  companies.  I  think  this  contention  is  unsoimd. 
If  it  does  not  involve  a  rate  question  it  certainly  involves  a  ques- 
tion of  service,  and  comes  within  the  provisions  of  chap.  52, 
Sess.  Laws  1912. 

"I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  agreement  entered  into  on  Feb- 
ruary 1,  1913,  being  in  full  force  and  effect  when  chap.  52,  Acta 
13th  Sess.,  became  effective,  the  same  could  not  be  terminated 
and  a  new  contract  entered  into  providing  a  different  method  of 
compensation,  or  fixing  new  and  different  rates  of  oompensatioii, 

P.U.R.1918C. 


INTERMOUNTAIN  T.  &  B.  CO.  ▼.  MOUNTAIN  S.  T.  &  T.  CO.    127 

without  filing  the  same  with  and  procuring  the  approval  of  the 
Commission.  It  therefore  follows  that  the  acts  of  the  defendant 
attempting  to  terminate  the  contract  of  February  1,  1911,  and 
the  contract  entered  into  on  October  80,  1918,  not  having  been 
filed  with  nor  approved  by  the  Commission,  were  an3  are  null 
and  void. 

"As  to  what  orders  the  Commission  may  make  in  this  matter, 
and  to  what  extent  such  orders  may  be  made  effective,  I  am  of 
the  opinion  that  the  Commission  may  make  an  order  disapprov- 
ing the  contract  of  October  30,  1918,  and  directing  that,  from 
the  date  of  such  order,  the  two  companies  shall  comply  with  the 
provisions  of  the  contract  of  February  1,  1911,  or,  the  Commis- 
sion may  establish  joint  rates  between  the  city  of  Helena  and  the 
various  stations  of  complainant,  apportioning  such  rates  between 
the  two  companies  in  such  manner  as  may  seem  just  and  equita- 
ble, also  fixing  the  amount,  if  any,  to  be  charged  for  switching 
at  Big  Ox. 

"I  am  of  the  opinion,  however,  that  the  Commission  cannot 
determine  either  the  amount  of  damages  which  either  of  the 
utilities  may  have  suffered  because  of  the  attempted  termina- 
tion of  the  contract  of  February  1,  1911,  or  make  any  effective 
order  requiring  either  of  said  utilities  to  refund  to  the  other  any 
amount  claimed  to  have  been  wrongfully  paid  or  collected  by  rea- 
son of  such  attempted  termination  of  such  contract  These  are 
matters  for  the  courts,  and  the  parties  must  seek  redress  therein.^' 

In  view  of  the  foregoing  and  the  question  involved  being  pure- 
ly a  legal  matter,  I  believe  that  this  Board  should  have  followed 
the  attorney  general's  opinion,  and  I  therefore  dissent  from  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  the  Board  in  tiiia  case. 
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CAIilFORNIA  WIAXhBOAD  OOBfMISSION. 

BE  EMMA  H.  BOSE  et  aL 

[Applieation  No.  3006.] 

FAIBPLAY  WATEB  USEES  ASSOCIATION 

V. 

EMMA  H.  BOSE  et  aL 

[Case  Ko.  1128.] 

[Decision  No.  5058.] 

Service  ^  Water  —  Ditch  —  AhandanmerU  —  tnmifJUcient  retfenue  — 
Prerequisites , 

The  California  C<»nmiB8ion  would  not  permit  a  water  utility  to 
abandon  service  because  of  the  insufficiency  of  revenues  to  keep  its 
property  in  repair,  until  it  either  stipulated  that  it  would  abandon  its 
ditch  and  water  right  and  convey  it  for  a  nominal  sum  to  some  person 
who  desired  to  undertake  their  operation,  or  filed  statements  from 
consumers  agreeing  to  the  abandonment;  since  such  consumers,  though 
few  in  number  and  using  but  a  limited  amount  of  water,  have  acquired 
rights  which  should  not  be  destroyed  without  just  compensation. 

[January  10,  1918.] 

AppLioATioir  for  permission  to  discontinue  the  operation  of 
the  Douglas  ditch  in  El  Dorado  county,  joined  with  the  com- 
plaint of  the  Fairplaj  Water  Users  Association  against  appli- 
cants to  require  a  continuance  of  the  service ;  order  authorizing: 
the  abandonment  provided  applicant  stipulates  to  convey  the 
property  in  the  manner  provided  in  the  order,  or  obtains  state- 
ments from  consumers  waiving  the  right  of  service,  on  or  before 
March  1,  1918,  otherwise  the  utility  shall  proceed  to  render  ade- 
quate service. 

Appearances :  McCutcheon,  Olney,  &  Willard,  by  J.  M.  Man- 
non,  for  applicants  and  defendants ;  Geo.  H.  Thompson  for  com- 
plainants. 

By  the  Commission:  Emma  H.  Rose,  Anna  O.  Lane,  and 
Hobart  Estate  Company,  a  corporation,  apply  for  authority  to 
discontinue  the  operation  of  the  Douglas  ditch  in  EI  Dorado 
county,  alleging  that  odIj  surplus  water  has  been  furnished  as 
an  accommodation  to  a  few  individuals  for  mining  purposes; 
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that  because  of  seepage  loees  and  high  cost  of  maintenance  and 
operation  the  ditch  cannot  now  be  operated  economically;  and 
that  it  will  not  now  carry  water.  The  owners  offer  to  repair  and 
operate  the  ditch  and  furnish  water  without  profit  to  the  in- 
habitants of  Fairplay  and  vicinity  provided  users  will  on  their 
part  advance  the  cost  of  repair  and  insure  subsequent  payment 
of  maintenance  and  operation  expense  and  taxes. 

The  owners  of  the  ditch  will  be  referred  to  hereinafter  as 
"applicants." 

The  issues  raised  in  case  No.  1128  are  whether  applicants 
operate  the  Douglas  ditch  as  a  public  utility ;  whether  there  is  an 
established  obligation  to  .serve  water  to  the  district  imder  the 
ditch  and  its  laterals;  and  to  what  extent,  if  at  all,  the  water 
may  be  used  in  another  community. 

A  public  hearing  in  both  matters  was  held  by  Examiner  West- 
over  at  Fairplay. 

The  Douglas  ditch,  which  is  about  25  miles  long,  begins  in 
the  northwest  quarter  of  section  12,  township  8  north,  range  14 
cast  on  the  middle  fork  of  Consumne  river,  extends  generally 
westerly  and  southerly  to  a  point  near  Indian  Diggings,  where 
it  discharges  into  a  tributary  of  the  south  fork  of  the  Consumne. 

Applicants  divert  water  lower  down  on  both  branches  of  the 
Consumne,  selling  to  patrons  as  a  public  utility  and  using  a  por- 
tion of  the  supply  privately. 

The  majority  of  complainant's  members  who  reside  in  the 
vicinity  of  Fairplay  receive  water  through  the  Fairplay  ditch, 
one  of  four  laterals  of  Douglas  ditch.  The  vicinity  of  Omo 
Kanch,  where  some  of  the  complainants  live,  is  served  by  another 
lateral,  the  Bottle  Diggings  ditch.  All  of  these  ditches  are  owned 
and  controlled  by  applicants. 

The  Douglas  ditch  was  built  in  1853  by  the  Cedar  &  Indian- 
ville  Water  Company,  a  corporation  organized  for  "agricultural, 
mining,  and  mechanical"  purposes.  That  company  sold  water 
indiscriminately  to  the  public.  Applicants  later  came  into  pos- 
session of  the  property  and  continued  to  sell  water  to  the  public 
down  to  1900.  Until  then  water  was  used  almost  wholly  for 
mining,  but  small  amounts  were  used  for  irrigation.  Since  1900 
applicants  have  discouraged  water  sale,  but  admit  having  sold  to 
the  public  water  not  required  by  them  in  their  mining  operations. 
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Water  not  used  by  applicants  far  mining  at  Indian  Diggings  or 
sold  was  turned  into  the  creek  below  the  mine  and  found  its  way 
to  the  Plymouth  Mine  at  Plymouth,  which  is  still  being  operated 
by  applicants.  Mining  at  Indian  Diggings  has  been  discontinued 
for  a  number  of  years. 

No  water  was  carried  in  Douglas  ditch  in  1917  because  at  a 
point  about  7  miles  below  the  intake  a  flume  was  washed  out 
last  winter.  The  cost  of  replacing  this  flume  is  estimated  by 
applicants'  engineers  and  superintendent  at  about  $1,000,  they 
alleging  great  difficulties  in  construction  and  transporting  sup- 
plies to  the  point  in  question.  These  witnesses  estimate  the 
total  cost  of  repairs  and  reconstruction  now  necessary  along  the 
Douglas  ditch  at  $3,082,  and  that  other  replacements  and  re- 
pairs will  probably  be  needed  in  the  next  two  or  three  years  of 
an  estimated  cost  of  $3,000.  Ciomplainants'  witnesses  estimated 
that  sufficient  repairs  to  place  the  ditch  in  condition  to  carry 
water  could  have  been  made  for  $300  prior  to  the  washout  of 
the  flume,  and  that  they  had  an  offer  in  the  spring  of  1916  for 
doing  work  of  that  character  for  that  sum. 

The  operating  revenue  and  expenses  for  seven  years  down  to 
the  time  when  the  flume  was  washed  out  last  winter  are  shown 
below : 


Year 

1910  

1011  

1912  

1913 

1914 

1915  

1916 


Income. 

Labor. 

SupplieB, 

Taxes. 

$1,320.30 

1,063.05 
87.50 
44.00 

12.60 
75.95 

$1,920.00 
1,960.00 
2,033.50 
1,703.60 
1,603.50 
1,806.00 
1,019.26 

$283.06 
257.38 
123.58 
113.68 
550.38 
119.04 
84.85 

$844.00 
344.00, 
344.00! 
844.00' 
344.00 
400.00 
400.00! 

$1,176.75 

1,498.33 
2,413.58 
2,117.08 
2,497.88 
1,811.54 
1,428.16 


The  income  for  1910  and  1911  was  principally  from  mining 
operations.  Nearly  all  mining  operations  ceased  in  1911  in  the 
territory  served  by  Douglas  ditch. 

The  testimony  of  various  water  users  discloses  that  some  10 
acres  has  been  irrigated  recently,  and  that  several  dwellings  have 
used  domestic  water  from  the  Douglas  ditch.  In  the  season  of 
1916  complainant  had  control  of  the  ditQh  for  a. rental  of  $5 
per  month  during  the  irrigation  season,  during  which  some  t> 
acres  were  watered. 
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Testimony  of  applicants'  witnesses  shows  that  there  is  heavy 
seepage  loss  from  the  ditch  and  laterals. 

Unless  there  is  current  demand  for  the  full  supply  available^ 
u'hich  was  not  shown,  the  loss  of  water  is  not  vital,  and  can  in 
part  be  remedied  by  known  methods. 

The  president  of  complainant  association,  on  behalf  of  the 
association  and  its  members,  agreed  to  an  increase  in  rates  suffi- 
cient to  cover  economical  maintenance  and  operation,  deprecia- 
tion and  a  suitably  return  to  the  owners  of  the  property  upon 
their  actual  investment,  provided  the  charges  be  not  greater 
than  the  users  can  afford  to  pay. 

Mr.  Milo  H.  Brinkley,  one  of  the  Commission's  assistant  hy- 
draulic engineers,  testified  that  from  an  inspection  of  the  ditch, 
his  knowledge  of  the  surrounding  coipitry  and  its  development, 
the  testimony  presented  at  the  hearing,  it  was  clear  that  a  rate 
suiBciently  high  to  provide  an  adequate  return  to  the  owners  of 
the  utility  would  prove  unreasonably  high  to  the  present  con- 
sumers, because  of  the  small  amount  of  water  used  and  because 
of  the  large  seepage  losses  and  the  cost  of  maintaining  and  oper^ 
ating  a  ditch  of  that  character  and  extent  through  the  mountain- 
ous wooded  country  which  it  traverses. 

The  consumers  of  water  on  this  ditch,  though  few  in  number, 
and  using  water  to  only  a  limited  extent,  have  acquired  rights 
that  must  be  recognized  and  have  developed  property  which 
should  not  be  destroyed  without  just  compensation. 

The  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric  Company  endeavored  to  discon- 
tinue the  use  of  a  ditch  on  Washington  Ridge,  Nevada  county, 
which  had  been  used,  as  has  this  system,  to  a  limited  extent  for 
irrigation  and  domestic  purposes.  John  Pelganti  et  al.,  in  case 
Xo.  679,  made  complaint  to  this  Commission.  The  defendant 
company  was  denied  the  right  to  discontinue  service  until  it  had 
made  such  arrangements  that  each  consumer,  established  with 
the  right  to  demand  service  at  the  time  the  company  ceased 
running  water,  agreed  that  the  ditch  might  be  discontinued.  9 
Cal.  R.  C.  832. 

It  will  be  recommended  that  applicant  herein  be  given  a  cer- 
tain length  of  time  to  obtain  from  each  and  every  person  with 
established  rights  to  the  use  of  water  at  the  time  application 
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was  filed  a  waiver  of  the  right  to  demand  water,  or  agreement 
that  the  service  may  be  discontinued  and  the  ditches  abandoned. 
As  an  alternative  it  will  be  recommended  that,  provided  the 
applicant  herein  abandon  the  properties  and  its  right  to  divert 
water  into  the  Douglas  ditch,  and  indicate  its  willingness  to 
execute  a  deed  of  such  properties  to  any  person  or  association  of 
persons  that  may  desire  to  undertake  their  operaticm^  for  a  nomi- 
nal payment,  that  then  the  application  of  the  company  will  be 
granted.  If  applicant  does  not  see  fit  to  abandon  the  physical 
property  and  rights,  and  fails  to  obtain  agreement  from  all  those 
who  have  claimed  a  right  to  service,  the  Commission  cannot  do 
other  than  dismiss  this  application. 

Note. — ^Irrigation  service. 

An  irrigation  company  was  required  to  remove  sand  and  weeds 
from  a  canal  by  mechanical  means,  although  the  evidence  was  con- 
flicting whether  such  a  method  was  practical,  where  cleaning  by  the 
running  of  flood  waters  had  proved  inadequate.  Stevinson  Water 
Users  Asso.  v.  Stevinson  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4222,  Case  No.  855, 
March  31,  1917. 

In  Water  Users  Asso.  v.  Yolo  Water  &  P.  Co.  Decision  No.  4426, 
Case  No.  1011,  June  26,  1917,  the  California  Commission  pointed 
out  that  the  rotation  method  of  delivering  water  for  irrigation  pur- 
poses results  in  better  service  than  deliveries  made  when  applica- 
tions were  presented  by  irrigators,  in  securing  at  fixed  intervals  an 
adequate  and  uniform  head  for  a  stated  period  of  time. 

In  the  same  case,  the  California  Commission  held  that  owners 
of  privately  owned  irrigation  ditches  must  keep  them  in  good  condi- 
tion, otherwise  the  water  will  be  measured  at  the  point  of  intake 
rather  than  at  the  irrigator's  land.  The  Commission  said:  ^'It  is 
apparent  that  where  water  is  measured  at  the  irrigator's  land,  as 
in  this  instance,  the  utility  is  bearing  the  loss  through  excessive 
seepage  caused  by  failure  to  clean  and  repair  the  laterals,  and  it 
cannot  be  impressed  too  strongly  upon  those  receiving  water  through 
laterals  that  they  must  be  thoroughly  cleaned  when  needed.  It 
should  be  provided  in  the  rules,  and  regulations  of  the  company  that, 
where  laterals  not  under  their  control  are  not  cleaned,  the  point  of 

measurement  will  be  changed  to  the  intake  of  the  lateral/' 
P.U.R.1918a 
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EE  CABEIEE  MILLS  UTILITIES  COMPANY. 

[No.  5617.] 

PiterhninaHon  —  Bates  —  Free  service  to  residence  of  viUaga  presi' 
dent  and  ehurehes  ^^  Franchise. 

1.  Furnishing  free  service  to  the  residence  of  the  village  president 
and  to  churches,  in  compliance  with  franchise  provisions,  constitutes 
an  unlawful  discrimination;  since  such  service  cannot  be  regarded  as 
compensation  to  the  village  for  the  privileges  accorded  the  utility  within 
the  rule  that  the  furnishing  of  free  service  to  a  municipality  in  com- 
pliance with  franchise  provisions  does  not  constitute  a  discrimination 
in  so  far  as  it  may  be  regarded  as  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
right  to  occupy  the  streets. 

I^epreciation  —  Amount  —  Electric  distrihuting  utility. 

2.  An  allowance  of  4.94  per  eent  was  fixed  as  a  proper  amount  for 
annual  depreciation  of  an  electric  distributing  company. 

Metum  —  Amount  —  Electric  distributing  company, 

3.  Kates  were  fixed  for  an  electric  distributing  company  so  as  to 
yield  a  net  return  of  8.86  per  cent. 

[September  25,  1917.] 

Application  for  authority  to  advance  rates  for  electric  serv- 
ice in  Carrier  Mills,  Saline  County;  order  authorizing  an  in- 
crease in  rates.     The  Commission  found  the  fair  value  of  tho 
property  of  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company  for  determin- 
^  rates  for  electric  service  in  Carrier  Mills  to  be  $8,600.    An 
ftiiowance  of  $4,550  was  made  to  cover  normal  operating  ex- 
P^uses  including  taxes  and  uncoUectable  bills,  and  an  allowance 
^^  $425  was  made  for  annual  accruing  depreciation. 

Shaw,   Commissioner:     On  August  24,   1916,  the  Carrier 

-*1jHq  Utilities  Company  filed  with  the  Commission  rate  sched- 

^  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  in  which  it  is  proposed  to  advance  the  rates 

^^  ^   electric  service  in  the  village  of  Carrier  Mills,  county  of 

^lixi^^  and  it  is  further  proposed  in  the  said  schedule  that  such 

,    ^^xiced  rates  become  effective  October  1,  1916.     On  Septem- 

23,  1916,  the  Commission  entered  an  order  in  this  cause 

Y  ^I^^nding  until  January  27,  1917,  the  aforesaid  rates,  and  on 

^^ary  23,  1917,  the  Commission  entered  a  certain  other  order 

^^^"Hding  the  period  of  suspension  for  a  further  period  of  six 
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The  Commission  held  hearings  in  this  cause  at  its  office  in 
Springfield  on  October  17,  1916,  and  May  81,  1917.  At  the 
liearing  on  October  17,  1916,  Graham  &  Graham,  attorneys, 
wnd  W.  E.  Taborn,  general  manager,  appeared  on  behalf  of 
the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company,  and  A,  C.  Lewis,  attorney, 
John  E.  Harris,  member  of  the  board  of  trustees,  and  F.  E. 
Dodds,  advisor,  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  village  of  Carrier 
Mills.  At  the  hearing  held  on  May  31,  1917,  W.  E.  Taborn 
appeared  on  behalf  of  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company,  and 
A.  C.  Lewis,  attorney,  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  village  of  Car- 
rier Mills. 

Under  date  of  October  23,  1916,  the  Commission  entered-  an 
order  in  this  cause  requiring  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Com- 
pany to  furnish  certain  information  regarding  the  coat  of  its 
plant,  its  income,  operating  expenses  and  revenues,  the  items  of 
its  plant  equipment,  and  certain  consumer  data.  This  informa- 
tion was  duly  furnished,  and  the  Commission  then  caused  its 
engineering  and  accounting  staffs  to  make  investigation  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  property  of  the  company,  its  operating  expenses, 
revenues,  consumers'  statistics,  and  other  information  concerning 
the  general  condition  and  methods  of  operation  which  would  be 
of  service  to  the  Commission  in  arriving  at  a  decision  in  this 
case. 

The  rates  at  present  in  effect  in  the  village  of  Carrier  Mills, 
as  stated  in  the  schedules  of  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Com- 
pany, are  as  follows : 

Street  Lights: 

All  night  every  night  100  watt  incandescent:  $25  per  year;  $3.0S|  per 
month. 

Commercial  and  Domeatic  Current: 

A  minimum  rate  of  $1  per  month  for  service,  on  a  kilovwatt  hour  rate  of 
10  cents  each  for  the  first  ten  kilowatt  hours,  and  6  cents  each  for  all  other 
kilowatt  hours  of  the  month*8  consumption. 

Electric  Cooking  Rate: 

Eleven  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  first  ten  kilowatt  hours  of  the 
month's  consumption,  3^  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  electric  energy  ocw- 
Bumed  in  the  month  in  excess  oi  the  first  ten  kilowatt  hours. 

Discount: 

A  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  will  he  given  for  the  payment  of 
hills  within  ten  days  from  the  date  of  rendering. 

Electric  Power  Rate: 

Eleven  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  electric  energy  equivalent  to  the 
first  thirty  hours  of  the  maximum  load,  7  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
electric  energy  equivalent  to  the  next  thirty  hours  of  the  maximum  load, 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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4  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  lor  all  electric  energy  consumed  during  the  month 
in  exces^  of  the  above. 

Discount: 

A  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  total  consumption  of  the 
month  will  be  given  for  the  payment  of  bills  within  ten  days  from  date  of 
rendering. 

Off -Peak  Power  Rate: 

Ten  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  electric  energy  equivalent  to  the  first 
thirfy  hours  of  the  maximum  load,  6  cents  for  kilowatt  hour  for  the 
electric  energy  equivalent  to  the  next  thirty  hours  of  the  maximum  load,  3 
cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  electric  energy  consumed  during  the  month 
in  excess  of  the  above. 

Discount.* 

A  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  total  consumption  of  the 
month  will  be  given  for  the  payment  of  bills  within  ten  days  from  date  of 
rendering. 

The  rates  contemplated  in  the  schedule  filed  herein  propose  a 
separation  of  rates  for  domestic  lighting  service  and  commercial 
lighting  service^  and  the  addition  of  a  rate  for  rural  lighting 
service^  all  as  stated  in  the  schedule  filed,  as  follows : 

Domestic  Lighting  Rate: 

Eleven  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  tiie  first  ten  kilowatt  hours  of  the 
month,  7  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  other  kilowatt  hours  of  the  month's 
consumption. 

Discount: 

A  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  total  consumption  of  the 
month  will  be  given  for  the  payment  of  bills  witliin  ten  days  from  date  of 
roideringy  however,  with  a  minimum  charge  for  service  of  90  cents. 

Commercial  Lighting  Rate: 

Eleven  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  first  thirty  kilowatt  hours  of  the 
month,  9  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  second  tnirty  kilowatt  hours  of 
the  month,  7  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  third  thirty  kilowatt  hours 
of  the  month,  5  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  other  kilowatt  hours  of  the 
month's  consumption. 

Discount : 

A  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  total  kilowatt  hours  of  the 
month  will  be  given  for  the  payment  of  bills  within  ten  days  from  date  of 
rendering,  however,  with  a  minimum  diarge  of  $1  per  month  for  service. 

Rural  Lighting  Rate: 

Ten  cents  per  kilowatt  hour  for  the  electric  energy  consumed  between 
each  reading  unless  the  energy  should  exceed  100  kilowatt  hours  per  month, 
any  such  excess  may  be  had  at  6  cents  per  kilowatt  hour. 

The  village  of  Carrier  Mills  is  located  in  Saline  county,  lUi- 
ivois,  and  in  1910  had  a  population  of  1,558.  The  Carrier  Mills 
Utilities  Company  was  incorporated  in  December,  1914,  under 
the  laws  of  Illinois.  The  company  has  outstanding  capital  stock 
of  a  par  value  of  $5,000,  and  at  the  time  of  these  hearings  had 
outstanding  no  bonds.  There  were  outstanding  certain  short- 
term  notes  and  bills  payable,  the  exact  amount  of  which  does 
not  appear  from  the  record. 
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The  company  is  operating  under  a  franchise  granted  by  the 
village  of  Carrier  Mills  in  September,  1914,  for  a  period  of 
twenty  years.  This  franchise  ordinance,  in  addition  to  grant- 
ing permission  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  an  electric 
plant  and  distribution  system,  also  provided  for  lighting  the 
city  streets,  specifying  the  compensation  for  such  lighting,  and 
named  maximum  rates  to  be  charged  private  users  of  electric 
service.  By  the  terms  of  this  franchise  it  is  provided  that  elec- 
tric current  shall  be  furnished  free  of  charge  to  light  the  office 
of  the  president  of  the  village  board  in  the  town  hall,  the  fire 
station,  or  such  other  property  as  designated  by  the  village 
board;  and  further  requirement  is  made  that  current  to  light 
the  churches  of  the  village  should  be  furnished  without  charge. 

Electric  service  under  this  franchise  was  instituted  January 
16y  1916.  The  source  of  supply  is  from  the  transmission  lines 
of  the  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  located  a  short 
distance  from  the  village  of  Carrier  Mills,  and  the  energy  is 
transmitted  from  the  substation  into  the  village  of  Carrier  Mills 
over  the  lines  of  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company.  The 
energy  furnished  is  alternating  current,  60-cycle  energy.  This 
energy  is  purchased  by  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company  from 
the  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Company  under  a  contract 
entered  into  November  10,  1914,  for  a  term  of  twenty  years, 
conmiencing  December  16,  1914,  and  ending  December  15, 1934. 

Evidence  was  introduced  regarding  the  value  of  the  peti- 
tioner's property  by  the  accounting  staff  and  the  engineering 
staff  of  the  Commission.  The  records  of  the  company  were  not 
in  a  condition  to  enable  an  accurate  determination  of  the  amount 
which  had  been  actually  invested  in  the  property,  even  though 
the  plant  has  been  entirely  constructed  during  the  last  three 
years.  The  records  of  the  company,  when  analyzed  and  sepa- 
rated, so  far  as  possible,  between  operating  expenses  and  con- 
struction expenditures,  indicate  the  following  expenditures  for 
the  plant  and  equipment  during  the  periods  shown : 

Prior  to  January  5,  1016 $4,766.99 

Jan.  6  to  June  30,  1916: 

Line  construction — ^material  and  supplies $1,696.55 

Labor  and  construction   311.9S 

Freight,  drayage,  etc ; 72.47 

$2,080.06 
P.U.R.19180. 
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July  1,  1015,  to  June  30,  1916: 

Line  construction — ^material  and  supplies   $1,333.17 

Labor  on  construction   232.97 

Freight,  drayage,  etc ;. . .  15.68 

Office   equipment    179.00 

$1,660.82 

July  1,  1916,  to  Jan.  31,  1917: 

Meters    $    542.86 

Wire   153.96 

Transformer    22.50 

Street  lamps  and  fixtures  20.77 

Ofl^je  equipment 60.00 

Labor    162.04 

Miscellaneous    3.86 

$    965.98 
Total  plant  and  equipment  at  Jan.  31,  1917  $9,474.74 

The  estimates  of  cost  submitted  by  the  engineering  staff  of  the 
Commission  are  as  follows : 


Item 


B      Btetribntion  system 

F       Service  connection 

(^  OoBtomers'  premises  equipment ...... 

H      Oeneral  equipment 

Subtotal 

Overhead  Ibi 

Subtotal 

i      Materials  and  supplies 

Totals 


Original 


Oott 
new 


Depre- 
ciated 
cost 


904 

1.917 

263i 


17.122 
1.068! 


18.190 
2W 


$8,485 


•8.761 

721 

1,770 

229 


{.481 
972 


17,458 
296 


$7,748 


Reproduction 


Cost 
new 


$6,284 

1,067 

1,917 

268 


$8,611 
1,277 


$9,788 
295 


Depre- 
dated 
cost 


$10,068 


$4,778 

960 

1,770 

229 


$7,722 
1.158 


8.880 
296 


$9,175 


Normal 
Reproduction 


Cost 
new 


$4,202 

806 

1.917 

268 


$7,190 
1,09 


Depre- 
ciated 
cost 


$8,269 
286 


$8,664 


$8,818 

725 

1.770 

229 


$6,642 

981 

$7,523 
295 


$7,818 


The  original  cost  here  estimated  was  intended  by  the  engineer- 
ing staff  to  represent  its  opinion  as  to  the  actual  cost  of  the  prop- 
erty now  in  service  at  the  time  and  under  the  conditions  of  its 
actual  installation.  The  reproduction  estimate  shows  the  opinion 
of  the  engineering  staff  as  to  the  cost  of  the  property  were  it  to 
he  reproduced  at  the  present  time  under  prevailing  market  con- 
ditions, and  the  present  conditions  of  installation.  The  normal 
reproduction  estimate  shows  the  opinion  of  the  engineering  staff 
as  to  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  property  undor  normal  condi- 
tions prevailing  during  the  last  few  years,  eliminating  from  con- 
sideration any  unusual  conditions  which  may  have  influenced  the 
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preceding  two  estimates.  These  estimates  do  not  give  considera- 
tion to  the  working  capital  which  is  necessary  for  successfully 
carrying  on  a  going  husiness.  The  testimony  of  the  engineering 
staff  indicated  that,  in  their  opinion,  an  allowance  of  $600  for 
working  capital  is  just  and  reasonable  in  view  of  all  the  circum- 
stances prevailing  in  Carrier  Mills. 

Regarding  the  operating  expenses  of  the  utility  the  company's 
records  are  incomplete,  and  the  accounting  staff  of  the  Commis- 
sion found  it  necessary  to  make  several  assumptions  as  to  proper 
divisions  between  construction  and  operation  in  the  preparation 
of  its  statements.  The  results  of  their  investigation  of  the  books 
and  records,  in  so  far  as  the  operating  expenses  of  the  utility  are 
cou'^erned,  indicate  that  during  the  first  six  months  of  operation 
from  January  6,  1915,  to  June  30,  1915,  the  expenses  were 
$1,110.28 ;  for  the  annual  period  from  July  1,  1915,  to  June  30, 
1916,  were  $4,246.06 ;  and  for  the  six  months  period  from  Jul;- 
1,  1916,  to  December  31,  1916,  were  $2,226.36.  These  expenses 
are,  as  nearly  as  could  be  obtained,  the  actual  expenditures 
charged  on  the  books  of  the  company  and  properly  assignable  to 
operating  expenses.  The  engineering  staff  of  the  Commission 
introduced  into  the  record  an  estimate  of  normal  expense,  which 
is  intended  to  represent  its  opinion  as  to  the  normal  expenses  of 
operation  for  the  year  ended  August  1,  1917.  In  this  statement 
consideration  was  taken  of  the  actual  expenses  as  disclosed  by  the 
records  of  the  operating  conditions  in  Carrier  Mills,  and  the 
conditions  which  might  reasonably  be  expected  to  prevail  in 
the  case  of  an  efBciently  operated  system  conducting  its  busi- 
ness under  these  circumstances. 

Estimated  Normal  Expense  for  Year  Ended  August  1,  1917. 
Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company,   Carrier   Mills,   Illinois. 

Purchased  energy   $2,850 

Distribution  expense    (line  labor  and  maintenance;   rent  of  storage 

space,  part  of  stable  expense)    578 

Customers'  department  expense   (meter  reading,  billing,  bookkeeping, 

part  of  stable  expense  and  line  labor )    421 

New  business  expense   (part  of  manager's  salary  and  part  of  stable 

expense )     330 

General  expense   (office  rent,  stamps,  stationery,  and  printing  inci- 

dentels)     182 

Insurance  ( fire  and  liability)    40 

Taxes 70 

$4,471 
UncoUecUble  bills   '  50 

$4,521 
P.U.R.191SC. 
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The  above  estimates  of  operating  expense  contain  no  allowance 
for  annual  depreciation  which  is  constantly  accruing  upon  these 
items  of  property,  which  will  in  time  require  replacement  and 
for  which,  at  the  time  of  replacement,  it  will  be  necessary  to  pro- 
vide funds  obtained  through  the  medium  of  the  operations  of  the 
company.  The  engineering  staff  estimated  the  annual  accruing 
depreciation  of  the  property  at  $459  per  year. 

Xo  serious  exception  was  taken  to  the  estimates  of  the  Com- 
mission's accounting  and  engineering  staff,  either  regarding  the 
interpretation  of  the  company's  records  and  estimates,  or  the 
cost  of  the  property,  or  the  operating  expenses  of  the  property. 
The  counsel  for  the  village  of  Carrier  Mills  argues  that,  upon 
the  basis  of  the  aocoimting  staff's  report  showing  the  revenues 
and  expenses  for  a  period  from  July  1  to  December  31,  1916, 
the  company  was  earning  sufficient  under  its  present  schedule  of 
rates,  after  making  full  allowance  for  depreciation,  to  net  the 
owners  of  the  property  7^  per  cent  per  year.  These  results, 
however,  are  based  upon  the  assumption  that  the  income  for 
the  year  will  be  double  that  shown  from  July  1  to  January  1, 
which,  according  to  the  facts  in  this  case  and  according  to  the 
operating  results  of  other  cities,  will  not  prove  to  be  the  fact. 

[1]  Another  feature  which  warrants  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mission in  this  case  is  that  involving  the  furnishing  of  free  serv- 
ice to  certain  consumers  in  Carrier  Mills.  The  franchise  ordi- 
nance of  the  company  provides  as  follows : 

^^Sec.  9.  In  consideration  of  this  franchise,  and  as  full  com- 
pensation therefor  to  the  said  village,  the  said  grantees,  their 
successors,  or  assigns  shall  furnish  free  of  charge  current  to  light 
lamps  in  the  office  of  the  president  of  the  village  board,  in  the 
town  house,  fire  station,  or  such  other  village  property  as  shall 
be  designated  by  the  village  board.  But  the  said  village  shall  pay 
for  all  wiring  and  lamps  and  the  renewals  therefor  in  the  said 
property.  Further,  as  a  part  of  the  consideration  herein  men- 
tioned, the  grantees,  their  successors,  or  assigns  agree  to  furnish 
current  to  light  the  churches  of  the  said  village  free  of  charge, 
said  churches  being  required  to  pay  the  expenses  of  their  own 
wiring  and  electric  fixtures.'^ 

It  appears  that  the  president  of  the  village  board  does  not 
maintain  an  office  in  the  town  house  or  in  any  other  municipal 
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liuilding;  and  the  company,  as  a  ocHaplianoe  with  the  franchise 
ordinance  above  quoted,  in  bo  far  as  the  same  related  to  the  fur- 
nishing of  free  current  to  the  office  of  the  president  of  the  vil- 
lage board,  has  been  furnishing  the  president  of  the  village  board 
with  all  energy  consumed  at  his  residence.  In  further  compli- 
ance with  the  provision  above  quoted,  the  company  has  been  fur- 
nishing current  free  of  charge  to  four  churches  in  the  viUage. 
The  testimony  in  this  case  indicates  that  the  revenue  thus  lost 
to  the  company  is  approximately  $1.50  per  month  on  account  of 
free  service  rendered  to  the  president  of  the  village  board,  and 
some  $14.26  per  month  for  service  rendered  free  of  charge  to 
the  four  churches  above  mentioned,  and  the  city  jail ;  so  that  the 
total  amount  of  free  service  thus  rendered  amounts  to  a  deduc- 
tion from  the  company's  revenue  of  $15  or  $16  per  montL 

In  other  cases  the  Commission  has  held  to  the  opinion  that 
service  furnished  free  of  charge  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  a  franchise  ordinance  did  not  constitute  discrimination,  in 
so  far  as  this  free  service  might  be  reasonable  in  amount  and 
character,  and  in  so  far  as  it  might  be  regarded  as  a  consideration 
for  the  rights  to  the  use  of  the  streets  and  other  public  property 
by  the  operating  utility.     The  Commission  sees  no  reas<Hi  to  de- 
part from  this  position  in  this  case,  but  believes  that  service  ren- 
dered to  the  residence  of  the  president  of  the  village  cannot  be 
(Considered  as  compensation  to  the  village,  and  that  service  ren- 
dered to  churches  likewise  cannot  be  considered  as  a  payment  to 
the  citizens  of  the  community  at  large  for  the  privil^e  accorded 
the  utility.     The  citizens  as  a  whole  or  the  village  corporation 
do  not  benefit  from  service  of  this  character  rendered  essentially 
to  private  individuals  for  private  uses,  and  not  rendered  for  a 
public  use.    The  Commission,  therefwe,  holds  that  the  practice 
-of  rendering  service  to  the  residence  of  the  president  of  the  vil- 
lage board  and  to  the  churches  of  Carrier  Mills  free  of  chaise  is 
a  discriminatory  practice,  and  should  not  be  continued. 

The  Commission  having  considered  the  schedule  filed  herein, 
all  the  testimony  adduced  and  the  representations  and  argu- 
ments made  by  counsel,  and  being  fully  advised  in  the  premises, 
finds  that  the  rates  heretofore  charged  by  the  Carrier  Mills 
Utilities  Company  have  failed  to  return  to  the  said  company  an 
adequate  and  proper  return  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property. 
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The  Commission  further  finds  that  a  fair  value  of  the  property  of 
the  Carrier  Mills  "Utilities  Company  for  the  purpose  of  deter- 
mining just  and  equitable  rates  for  electric  service  in  Carrier 
Mills  is  $8,600,  which  value  includes  all  elements  of  property, 
both  tangible  and  intangible,  necessary  and  useful  for  the  render- 
ing of  electric  service. 

[2,  3]  The  Commission  further  finds  that  $4,550  is  a  reason- 
able allowance  to  cover  the  normal  operating  expenses  of  the 
Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company,  including  taxes  and  uncol- 
lectable  bills,  and  that  $425  is  a  proper  allowance  for  annual 
accruing  depreciation  upon  the  property  as  existing  at  lie  date 
of  valuation.  This  latter  amount  is  equivalent  to  4.94  per  cent 
computed  upon  the  fair  rate-making  value  of  the  property  as 
found  above.  The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  rates  here- 
in proposed  will  yield  to  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company 
a  net  return  of  3.85  per  cent  upon  the  fair  rate-making  value  of 
the  property  as  found  above,  under  the  conditions  of  consump- 
tion and  operation  existing  at  the  time  of  the  investigation  here- 
in, after  taking  into  consideration  the  operating  expense  and 
depreciation  above  set  forth. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  rates  proposed  in  rate 
schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1  of  the  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Company 
should  become  effective  as  of  September  1,  1917. 

Note. — Rate  of  return  held  reasonable. 

a.  Electricity. 

In  Be  Calistoga  Electric  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4935,  Applica- 
tion No.  2997,  Dec.  6,  1917,  the  applicant  was  permitted  to  increase 
its  rates  so  as  to  produce  a  net  return  of  4.5  per  cent  on  its  invest- 
ment. 

In  Re  Warren  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  6966,  Oct.  31,  1917,  the  Illi- 
nois Commission  allowed  an  increased  schedule  of  electric  rates 
which,  under  normal  conditions,  prevailing  during  the  year  1917,  it 
was  estimated  would  yield  a  return  of  7^  per  cent  upon  a  tentative 
valuation,  after  making  due  allowance  for  operating  expenses,  taxes, 
and  accruing  depreciation. 

It  is  unreasonable  for  an  electric  utility  whose  rural  business  is 
still  in  the  -development  stage,  to  expect  rates  which  would  yield 
a  return  of  8  per  cent  on  its  full  investment,  even  if  it  were  possible 
to  secure  business  under  such  rates.  Re  Calistoga  Electric  Co» 
(Cal.)  Decision  No.  4936,  Application  No.  2997,  Dec.  6,  1917. 
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5.  Ifafural  ga»* 

Rates  producing  a  return  of  5.31  per  cent  were  held  not  to  be 
unreasonably  high  for  a  natural  gas  company  which  is  entitled  to  a 
return  of  at  least  7  per  cent  upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property  usel 
and  useful  in  the  business.  St.  Joseph  Gas  Co.  y.  Barker  (1916) 
243  Fed.  206. 

A  return  of  8  per  cent  on  the  value  of  a  natural  gas  plant  was  held 
fair  and  reasonable.  Re  West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W. 
Va.)  Case  No.  668,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

A  natural  gas  company  is  entitled  to  a  return  of  8  per  cent  per 
annum,  since  utilities  engaged  in  the  distribution  of  this  product  are 
entitled  to  a  greater  return  than  utilities  engaged  in  the  production 
and  distribution  of  a  more  stable  and  certain  element.  Re  Light, 
Fuel  &  P.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  554,  555,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

In  Addison  Gas  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  Case  No.  6281,  Feb. 
28,  1918,  a  distributing  company  was  allowed  to  increase  its  natural 
gas  rates  so  as  to  yield  a  return  equal  to  8.6  per  cent  of  the  value  of 
its  property. 

o.  Steam  heating. 

In  Re  Mooresville  Public  Service  Co.  No.  3001,  Sept.  20,  1917, 
the  Indiana  Commission  held  that  a  utility  should  be  permitted  to 
earn  7  per  cent  on  the  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  its  steam-heating 
system. 

d.  TtHephanee, 

In  Re  Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  Nov.  20,  1917,  the 
New  Jersey  Commission  held  that  a  return  of  less  than  3  per  cent 
could  not  be  deemed  unreasonably  high,  so  as  to  warrant  the  Com- 
mission on  its  own  motion  in  interfering  with  an  existing  rate  sched- 
ule. 

In  Re  Van  Dyne  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Nov.  28,  1917,  a  telephone 
company  which  was  receiving  a  return  of  only  4  per  cent  was  allowed 
to  increase  its  rates. 

In  Re  Onida  Teleph.  Co.  F-334,  Feb.  28,  1918,  the  South  Dakota 
Commission  allowed  petitioner  to  increase  its  telephone  rates  to  earn 
a  return  of  7  per  cent,  with  an  allowance  of  6  per  <;ent  for  depre- 
cation. 

A  rural  telephone  company  having  secured  its  initial  investment 
through  the  sale  of  stock  to  local  farmers,  and  applied  all  its 
operating  revenues  to  operating  and  construction  expense,  the  records 
of  which  were  not  kept  separate,  will  not  be  authorized  to  make  a 
general  increase  in  its  rates,  even  though  no  dividends  have  been 
paid,  where  a  proper  analysis  shows  that  the  company  could  pay 
approximately  6.5  per  cent  dividends  on  the  reproduction  cost  of  the 
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property,  and  ita  supposed  need  of  increased  rates  is  due  to  improper 
bookkeeping  methods.  Re  Highland  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Dec.  31, 
1917. 

A  telephone  company  was  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide 
an  adequate  depreciation  reserve  and  a  return  of  6.9  per  cent  on  the 
Comniission^s  valuation  of  the  plant,  where  the  existing  rates  pro- 
duced a  return  of  but  1.24  per  cent.  Be  Cass  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co. 
(III.)  No.  6480,  Dec.  18,  1917. 

A  telephone  company  operating  a  village  and  rural  line  and  ex- 
change was  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  produce  a  return  of  7.09 
per  cent  on  its  plant  valuation,  with  an  annual  depreciation  allow- 
ance of  6  per  cent,  where  its  revenues  and  operating  expenses  per 
unit  telephone  were  far  below  the  average  for  like  plants,  and  both 
must  be  increased  to  allow  the  maintenance  of  a  fair  degree  .of 
service.    Re  Athens  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Dec.  26,  1917. 

In  Farmers'  &  M.  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2824,  Sept.  20,  1917,  the 
South  Dakota  Commission  held  that  a  telephone  company  was  en- 
titled to  a  return  of  7  per  cent. 

In  Re  Star  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3394,  Feb.  1,  1918,  the  Indiana  Com- 
mission  allowed  a  telephone  company  7  per  cent  on  the  reasonable 
vr.lue  of  its  property,  as  a  return  on  the  investment. 

In  authorizing  an  increaac  of  rural  telephone  rates,  it  was  held 
that  the  return  on  the  investment  should  equal  an  amount  not  less 
than  7  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  plant.  Re  Battle  Creek  Farmers* 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Order  1-2867,  Dec.  18,  1917. 

In  Re  Centerville  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Order  No.  F-442,  Dec.  18, 
1917,  increased  telephone  rates  were  established  in  Centerville  and 
adjacent  territory,  allowing  a  net  return  of  7  per  cent,  with  a  depre- 
ciation allowance  of  6  per  cent. 

In  R'^  Bond  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (111.)  No.  5299,  July 
30,  1917,  a  new  schedule  of  rates  was  authorized  which  would  give 
telephone  company  a  return  of  7.27  per  cent. 

In  Re  Daviess  County  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  1277,  Dec.  26,  1917, 
the  Missouri  Commission  permitted  bi^  increase  in  telephone  rates, 
so  as  to  produce  a  return  and  a  depreciation  reserve  of  approximately 
8  per  cent,  which  the  Commission  found  not  to  be  unreasonable. 

In  Re  Noble  County  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3501,  Jan.  4,  1918,  in  deny- 
ing a  petition  for  an  increase  in  telephone  rates,  the  Indiana 
Commission  said :  "Eight  per  cent  dividends  and  5  per  cent  depre- 
ciation should  be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  most  exacting  under  the 
abnormal  conditions  prevailing." 

In  Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  Nov.  20,  1917,  the  New  Jersey  Com- 
mission held  that  8  per  cent  was  a  fair  return  upon  the  reasonable 
value  of  the  property  of  a  telephone  company.  The  Commission 
said  that  this  return  took  into  account  the  fact  that  the  technical 
apparatus  of  telephone  plants  is  still  in  process  of  change,  and  also 
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that  the  proper  allowances  for  depreciation  are  still  somewhat  con- 
jecturaL 

e.  Water, 

• 

In  Shenberger  v.  York  County  Consol.  Water  Co.  Complaint 
Docket  No.  1253,  1266,  Oct.  23,  1917,  the  Pennsylvania  Commis- 
sion held  that  a  water  company  was  entitled  to  earn,  in  addition  to 
the  expense  of  operation  and  of  annual  depreciation,  a  7  per  cent 
return  on  the  value  of  its  plant. 

A  water  company  supplying  consumers  in  an  old  field  was  per- 
mitted to  increase  its  rates  from  slightly  in  excess  of  2  cents  to  5 
cents  per  barrel,  where  the  consumers  did  not  oppose  the  increase, 
and  the  estimated  net  return  under  the  proposed  rate  would  be  about 
8  per  cent  on  the  valuation  of  the  Commission.  Se  Coalinga  ConsoL 
Water  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4908,  Application  No.  3204,  Nov. 
30,  1917. 
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BE  ATCHISON,  TOPEKA,  &  SANTA  PE  BAILWAY  COM- 

PANY. 

[Dodcet  No.  121&] 

RE  ST.  JOSEPH  &  GRAND  ISLAND  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1219.] 

RE  MISSOURI  PACIFIC  BAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1220.] 

RE  UNION  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1221.] 

RE  CHICAGO,  ROCK  ISLAND  &  PACIFIC  RAILWAY  C03I- 

PANY. 

[Docket  No.  1222.] 

RE  MISSOURI,  KANSAS,  &  TEXAS  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1211.] 
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BE  ST.  LOUIS  &  SAN  FRANCISCO  EAILEOAD  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1!:38.] 

KE  KANSAS  SOUTHWESTEEN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1242.] 

RE  SALINA  NORTHERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1989.] 

RE  ANTHONY  &  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  1030.] 

RE  COLORADO,  KANSAS  &  OKLAHOMA  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 

[Docket  No.  1901.] 
RE  ALL  CARRIERS. 

[Docket  Ko.  2078.] 

RE  CHICAGO,  BURLINGTON,  &  QUINCY  RAILROAD  COM- 
PANY. 

[Docket  Ko.  2152.] 

Bates  —  Railroads  —  Freight  ^^  Horizontal  percentage  increase  — 
Sufficiency  of  application  —  Statute, 

Applications  filed  by  carriers  merely  requesting  permission  to  in- 
crease all  intrastate  freight  rates  effective  on  their  lines  on  a  horizontal 
percentage  basis  do  not  present  sufficient  facts  to  justify  the  Kansas 
Commission  to  grant  the  relief  prayed  for,  since  the  statute  regulating 
the  procedure  in  rate  proceedings  requires  that  the  application  shall 
specifically  designate  the  particular  changes  desired  in  the  tariffs  af- 
fected. 

[February  16,  1918.] 

Application  for  horizontal  percentage  increase  of  all  intra- 
state freight  rates  on  lines  of  applicants  in  the  state  of  Kansas ; 
dismissed. 

Appearances:  Fred  S.  Jackson,  Counsel,  A.  E.  Helm,  Com- 
merce Counsel,  and  H.  O.  Caster,  Attorney,  for  the  Commis- 
sion; W.  R.  Smith,  Solicitor,  and  J.  R.  Koontz,  Qeneral  Freight 
Agent,  for  the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Com- 
pany; W.  P.  Waggener,  Gteueral  Attorney,  for  the  Missouri 
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Pacific  Railway  Company;  R.  W.  Blair,  General  Attorney,  for 
the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company;  Paul  E.  Walker,  At- 
torney, for  the  Chicago,  Rock  Island,  &  Pacific  Railway  Com- 
pany; W.  W.  Brown,  General  Attorney,  and  J.  G.  Slonecker, 
for  the  Missouri,  Kansas,  &  Texas  Railway  Company;  R  E. 
Vermillion,  Attorney,  for  the  St  Louis  &  San  Francisco  Rail- 
road Company;  Byron  Clark,  Solicitor,  for  the  Chicago,  Bur- 
lington, &  Quincy  Railroad  Company;  E.  H.  Hogueland,  ftr 
the  Topeka  Traffic  Association,  the  lola  Cement  Mills  Traffic 
Association,  the  Kansas  Brick  Manufacturers  Association,  and 
the  Kansas  Egg  Shippers  Association;  B.  S,  Caywood,  for  the 
Wichita  Union  Stock  Yards  Company;  R.  O.  McCormack,  for 
the  Wichita  Board  of  Commerce ;  J.  D.  Reynolds,  for  the  West- 
ern Refiners  Association  and  the  National  Council  of  Farmers 
Co-operative  Associations;  and  0.  V.  Topping  for  the  South- 
western Millers'  Association. 

BristoWy  Chairman:  On  February  16,  1916J  the  Atchison, 
Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company ;  the  St  Joseph  &  Grand 
Island  Railway  Company ;  B.  F.  Bush,  as  receiver  for  the  Mis- 
souri Pacific  Railway  Company;  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company;  J.  M.  Dickinson,  as  receiver  for  the  Chicago,  Rock 
Island,  &  Pacific  Railway  Company, — filed  their  separate  appli- 
cations with  the  Commission,  requesting  that  all  of  their  existing 
intrastate  freight  rates  set  forth  in.  their  several  schedules  no\i^ 
on  file  with  the  Commission  be  set  aside,  and  that  the  applicants 
be  permitted  to  increase  each  and  all  of  their  several  intrastate 
freight  rates  upon  their  lines  within  the  state  of  Kansas  at  least 
to  the  extent  of  20  per  eent  of  the  existing  rates. 

There  was  an  exception  in  the  cass  of  the  increases  demanded 
upon  petroleum  and  petroleum  products.  The  applications 
prayed  for  an  increase  of  about  33  per  cent  on  crude  and  fuel 
oil,  and  about  121  per  cent  on  refined  and  manufactured  oil. 
There  was  also  a  schedule  attached  to  the  applications  stating 
the  new  specific  ratea  on  a  mileage  basis  requested  upon  these 
lommodities,  though  no  testimony  was  offered  at  the  hearing  in 
ju8tifieati(»i  of  such  proposed  increases. 

By  a  supplemental  application  the  carriers  asked  that  their 
original  applications  be  amended  so  as  to  request  authority  to 
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increase  rates  on  coal  and  coke  by  20  per  cent,  with  a  minimum 
of  15  cents  per  ton. 

At  later  dates,  bnt  prior  to  the  hearing,  the  Missouri,  Kansas, 
&  Texas  Kailway  Company;  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Rail- 
way Company;  the  Kansas  Southwestern  Railway  Company; 
the  Salina  Northern  Railroad  Company ;  the  Anthony  &  North- 
em  Railway  Company;  the  Colorado,  Kansas,  &  Oklahoma 
Railroad  Company;  and  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy 
Railroad  Company, — ^filed  similar  applications,  and  asked  for  the 
same  increase  in  rates  as  set  forth  in  the  applications  herein- 
before described.  The  request  of  the  carriers,  as  made  in  these 
applicatiolis,  contemplates  a  horizontal  increase  of  at  least  20 
per  cent  on  all  existing  tariffs  and  schedules  of  intrastate  freight 
rates  now  in  effect  in  this  state.  The  proposed  increases  would 
apply  to  a  very  large  number  of  rates  and  charges,  such  as  statu- 
tory rates,  voluntarily  established  rates,  class  rates,  jobbers' 
rates,  commodity  rates,  special  rates,  switching  charges,  and 
numerous  bases  and  modifications  of  rates  provided  in  the  rules 
now  published  in  the  tariffs  of  the  several  carriers. 

At  the  time  of  the  hearing,  counsel  for  the  Commission  called 
attention  to  the  effect  upon  competitive  commercial  conditions 
in  the  state  which  would  result  from  a  percentage  increase  in 
freight  rates.  It  was  urged  that  increases  naade  on  a  percentage 
basis  would  disrupt  competitive  commercial  relationships  to 
such  an  extent  as  to  render  the  increased  rates  necessarily  unjust 
and  discriminatory,  and  therefore  illegal  and  void.  This  conten- 
tion was  not  denied  by  the  carriers,  but  it  was  insisted  that  all 
rates  should  be  increased  on  a  percentage  basis  to  furnish  an 
increased  revenue,  which  it  was  claimed  was  needed  to  render  an 
adequate  return  to  the  carriers  from  their  Kansas  intrastate 
freight  business  upon  the  value  of  their  property  devoted  to  that 
business. 

It  is  the  view  of  the  Commission  that  the  method  adopted  by 
.the  carriers  in  presenting  their  applications  for  authority  to 
mate  changes  in  their  schedules  of  rates  does  not  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  statute.  This  statute  provides  that 
whenever  any  common  carrier  governed  by  the  act  desires  to 
make  any  change  in  any  rate,  joint  rate,  etc.,  such  common  car- 
rier shall  file  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  a  schedule 
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showing  the  changes  desired  to  be  made  and  put  in  force  by  sach 
common  carrier,  and  such  changes  shall  be  plainly  indicated  by 
proper  reference  marks  in  amendments  or  supplements  to  the 
existing  tariffs,  or  in  new  issues  thereof.  It  is  the  view  of  the 
Commission  that  this  statute  requires  the  carrier  to  specifically 
point  out  in  writing  in  its  application  the  particular  changes 
which  it  desires  to  have  authorized  in  the  several  tariffs  or 
schedules  of  rates  to  be  affected  by  such  proposed  change.  The 
Commission  believes  that  this  requirement  of  the  statute  is  de- 
signed to  furnish  a  rule  and  basis  for  the  government  of  the 
Commission  in  the  determination  of  the  reasonableneaa  of 
the  changed  rates  proposed  to  be  established  by  the  carriers.  The 
pi-eservation  of  a  just  relationship  of  rates  furnishes  a  sound 
and  reasonable  justification  for  the  observanoe  by  the  Commis- 
sion of  this  rule  of  procedure. 

The  statute  requires  that  the  attention  of  the  Commission 
shall  be  specifically  directed  to  the  particular  rates  which  are 
claimed  to  be  unreasonable,  and  to  the  proposed  rates  which  it 
is  desired  to  have  established  in  lieu  thereof.  The  mere  alle- 
gation that  the  net  revenues  of  the  carrier  are  insufiicient,  or 
that  a  20  per  cent  increase  in  revenues  is  necessary,  even  if 
sustained  by  proof,  does  not  present  facts  which  would  enable 
the  Commission  to  pass  upon  the  reasonableness  or  unreasonable- 
ness of  the  proposed  rates  when  applied  to  specific  classes  or  com- 
modities. It  may  be  that  some  of  the  carriers'  rates,  upon  inves- 
tigation, would  be  found  to  be  unduly  high,  and  that  others  are 
unreasonably  low.  The  duty  of  the  Commission  in  any  investi- 
gation of  this  kind  is  to  find  and  fix  the  reasonable  rate. 

The  insufficiency  of  the  applications  and  the  proof  in  support 
of  same  was  called  to  the  attention  of  the  carriers  at  the  close 
of  the  hearing,  and  counsel  for  the  Commission  inquired  of  the 
carriers  whether  they  desired  the  Commission  to  institute  any 
further  investigation  in  relation  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
existing  rates,  or  on  their  own  account  to  furnish  such  testimony. 
Counsel  for  the  carriers  replied  in  substance  that  they  relied 
upon  their  showing  that  the  present  rates  were  inadequate  and 
confiscatory,  and  that  they  did  not  desire  to  change  their  position 
as  set  forth  in  their  applications,  and  did  desire  that  the  case  be 
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Babmitted  to  the  Commission,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
upon  the  showing  made  bj  them. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  whole  record  and  the  duties  of  the 
Commission  under  the  law,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion 
that  the  carriers  have  wholly  failed  to  make  a  case  upon  which 
the  Commission  would  be  justified  in  granting  the  relief  prayed 
for,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  the  case  is  hereby  dismissed,  and  an 
order  will  issue  in  accordance  herewith. 

Joseph  L.  Bristow  and  John  M.  Kinkel,  Commissioners. 
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MISSIONERS. 

BE  EDISON  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING  COMPANY. 

Betum  —  Operating  costs  —  Maintenance  of  lohhy. 

Expenditures  for  the  maintenance  of  lobbies  should  be  excluded 
in  determining  the  reasonable  costs  of  public  service,  and  should  be 
condemned  as  wholly  unwarranted  and  inconsistent  with  high  ciyic 
standards. 

[February  26,  1018.] 

Arbitkation  under  the  terms  of  a  written  agreement  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  rate  for  the  entire  electric  service  of  the  com- 
pany, supplied  to  the  municipality,  is  less  than  the  total  amounts 
to  be  paid  under  the  existing  schedule ;  fair  price  for  the  entire 
service  found  to  be  less  than  total  amounts  to  be  paid  therefor 
under  the  schedule ;  running  costs  per  lamp  hour  reduced. 

Appearances:  J.  A.  Sullivan  for  the  city  of  Boston;  F.  M. 
Ives  for  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company. 

By  the  Board:  This  is  an  arbitration  under  the  terms  of  a 
written  agreement  dated  November  16,  1914,  between  the  city  of 
Boston  and  the  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Company  of  Boston 
for  lighting  the  streets  of  Boston  for  a  period  of  ten  years  from 
December  7,  1914.  A  copy  of  the  agreement  is  hereto  annexed, 
find  the  provision  governing  this  arbitration  may  be  found  in 
paragraph  three  of  the  ^^street  lighting  terma  and  conditions" 
therein  referred  to  and  printed  therewith. 

The  parties  to  the  agreement,  upon  its  approval  by  the  mayor 
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and  city  council,  jointly  requested  the  Board,  in  writing,  "to 
investigate  and  decide  whether  the  prices  named  in  schedule  E 
herein  are,  as  a  whole,  fair,  taking  into  account  the  length  of  the 
term,  the  discount,  and  all  other  matters  pertinent  to  such  ques- 
tion." Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement  the  Board  has  no 
authority  to  interfere  with  the  rates  set  forth  in  the  contract, 
unless  it  determines  "that  a  fair  price  for  the  entire  service  sup- 
plied to  the  municipality  is  less  than  the  total  amounts  to  be  paid 
according  to  schedule  E."  In  that  event  it  may  reduce  ''one  or 
more  of  the  rates  charged  according  to  schedule  E,"  and  "such 
reduced  rates  shall  be  substituted  from  the  beginning  of  the  agree- 
ment for  the  corresponding  rates  in  schedule  E."  Therefore  the 
I)rimary  question  to  be  decided  is  whether  "a  fair  price  for  the 
entire  service"  is  "less  than  the  total  amounts  to  be  paid  accord- 
ing to  schedule  E."  In  the  course  of  the  Board's  investigation, 
the  parties  have  been  publicly  and  exhaustively  heard. 

This  company  has  for  many  years  furnished  electric  street 
lighting  to  the  city  of  Boston.  It  now  supplies  electricity  both 
for  municipal  and  conmiercial  use  in  all  of  Boston,  except 
Charlestown,  and  also  in  thirty-seven  of  the  surrounding  cities 
and  towns.  Its  central  station  is  located  in  South  Boston,  and 
the  electricity  there  produced  is  distributed  in  part  direct  to  its 
customers  and  in  part  through  a  large  number  of  substations 
scattered  throughout  its  territory  and  connected  to  the  central 
station  by  transmission  lines.  Direct  current  is  supplied  for 
commercial  use  in  the  city  proper,  and  the  constancy  of  the  serv- 
ice is  assured  by  tie  lines  betwen  the  substations  within  this  area 
and  storage  batteries  therein  located.  Outside  of  the  city  proper, 
alternating  current  is  supplied  for  commercial  use  and  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  outside  of  Boston  for  street  lighting. 

The  lamps,  fixtures,  poles,  wires,  and  other  appliances  and 
apparatus  used  in  supplying  to  Boston  the  electric  street  lighting 
service  covered  by  the  agreement,  are  furnished  by  the  company 
at  its  own  expense,  save  certain  posts  owned  by  the  city,  formerly 
used  for  gas  lights  and  now  used  for  incandescent  fixtures  and 
lamps  installed  thereon  by  the  company.  At  the  time  when  the 
agreement  was  made,  this  service  consisted  of  the  lamps  enumer- 
ated below,  operated  on  an  all  night,  every  night  schedule,  or  a 

total  of  3,ft28  hours  yearly: 
p.u.n.ioisc. 


RE  EDISON  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING  CO.  lf»l 

4,515 — series      — Magnetite  500  watt  D.  0.  arc  lamps 

28 — multiple — Magnetite  600  watt  D.  0.  arc  lamps 

24 — series      — ^Thoran  600  D.  C.  arc  lamps 

1,517 — series      —  40  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

781 — series      —  60  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

1 — series      — 100  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

1,393 — multiple —  40  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

376 — ^multiple —  60  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

30 — ^multiple — lOO  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

2 — multiple — 125  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

3 — multiple*— 400  candle-power  incandescent  lamps 

The  agreement  provides  for  extensions  of  the  service,  reloca- 
tion of  lamps,  and  substitution  of  lamps  of  other  types,  but  upon 
such  terms  as  are  manifestly  designed  not  to  increase  thereby  the 
relative  cost  to  the  company  of  supplying  the  service,  and  to  com- 
pensate the  city  for  any  reduction  thereby  in  such  cost.  More- 
over, it  is  also  provided  that  the  number  of  lamps  of  any  type 
required  by  the  city  shall  not  at  any  time  during  the  life  of  the 
agreement,  save  as  streets  may  be  discontinued,  be  less  than  95 
per  cent  of  the  maximum  number  of  such  lamps  in  service  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  agreement. 

The  aggregate  annual  cost  to  the  city  of  the  lamps  enumerated 
and  operated  as  above  set  forth,  at  the  price  and  with  the  discount 
expressed  in  the  agreement,  is  the  sum  of  $479,718.70.  Concrete- 
ly, the  question  tried  by  the  parties  was  whether  or  not  this 
amount  is  a  fair  price  for  the  entire  service  supplied  by  the  lamps 
scheduled  above.  To  test  this  question  the  company  undertook 
to  trace  the  electricity  required  to  operate  the  lamps  enumerated, 
at  their  several  locations  upon  the  streets  of  the  city,  from  its 
origin  in  the  generators  at  South  Boston  to  its  delivery  at  the 
lamps ;  to  inventory  at  their  cost  to  the  company  all  lamps,  fix- 
tures, poles,  wires,  appliances,  apparatus,  and  other  plant  and 
property  exclusively  or  partly  devoted  to,  or  involved  directly  or 
indirectly  in,  the  performance  of  this  service;  to  allocate  to  it 
the  property  exclusively  devoted  to  Boston  street  lights  and  cer- 
tain proportions  of  the  remaining  property  inventoried  based  on 
the  relative  use  made  of  such  property  for  street  lighting;  to 
canvas  the  company's  operating  expenses  for  the  year  ending 
November  30,  1914,  with  a  view  to  segregating  items  exclusively 
concerned  in  street  lighting,  and  apportioning  all  others  related 
directly  or  indirectly  thereto ;  and  to  justify  the  charge  for  the 
service  on  the  basis  of  such  exclusive  or  apportioned  expenses  of 
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operation,  a  return  on  the  investment  for  street  lighting  deter- 
mined as  above,  and  a  proper  allowance  for  its  depreciation. 
The  city  conceded  the  soundness  of  basing  the  price  for  the  serv- 
ice upon  its  cost,  but  re-examined  item  by  item  all  of  the  expenses 
and  property  exhibited  by  the  company,  and  challenged  many  of 
them  either  as  to  their  inclusion  at  all  or  the  reasonableness  of 
the  company's  expenses  and  property  costs,  or  the  theories  of  the 
apportionments  of  expenses  or  property  common  to  street  lighting 
and  to  commercial  use  of  electricity. 

The  comparative  results  which  the  company  and  city  reached 
by  this  method  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 


Operating  expenses 

Taxes    

Depreciation   

Return   


Company. 


$314,013 

60,503 

42,000 

197,994 


City. 


$236,986 
42,006 
34,622 
96,571 


$614,5101         $409,275 


It  wilfbe  noted  that  the  company  has  computed  a  cost  greatly 
in  excess  of  the  aggregate  prices  for  the  service  expressed  in  the 
contract,  and  it  is  proper  to  say  that  the  company  claimed  that 
the  prices  were  made  before  any  close  analysis  of  costs  was  under- 
taken in  its  behalf.  In  fact  the  prices  expressed  in  the  agreement 
are  the  same  as  those  theretofore  prevailing  save  with  respect  to 
the  Magnetite  arc  lamps  and  to  the  discount.  Magnetite  lamps 
were  formerly  rated  at  $42  "fixed"  and  1.75  cents  ''running 
costs"  a  lamp  as  against  $36  and  1.6  cents,  respectively,  in  the 
present  agreement.  The  discount,  by  reason  of  the  ten-jear  term 
of  the  agreement,  also  became  10  as  against  5  per  cent  under  the 
prior  contract  of  1909.  These  two  changes  resulted  in  a  decrease 
of  over  $75,000  in  the  yearly  cost  of  the  entire  service  supplied 
by  the  lamps  installed  at  the  time  when  the  new  agreement  was 
made. 

Certain  other  features  of  these  comparative  results  should  also 
be  noted  in  order  that  the  differences  between  the  parties  may  be 
better  understood.  In  computing  the  return  and  the  allowances 
for  taxes  and  depreciation,  the  company  applied  the  ratio  of  its 
estimated  investment  for  Boston  street  lights  to  the  total  invest- 
ment to  the  amounts  respectively  of  dividends  and  interest,  and 
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taxes  and  charges  to  replacement  of  ihe  typical  year,  adding  to 
the  last -item  the  balance  of  its  replacement  reserve.  The  city,  on 
the  other  hand,  computed  the  return  at  5  per  cent  of  its  estimate 
of  the  depreciated  value  of  the  property  conceded  to  be  devoted 
to  Boston  street  lights,  apportioned  taxes  on  the  ratio  of  the  Bos- 
ton street  light  demand  to  the  company's  peak  demand,  and  deter- 
mined the  allowance  for  depreciation  by  estimating  the  probable 
life  of  the  several  items  of  property  devoted  to  Boston  street 
lights  and  their  expired  life,  and  by  applying  to  the  depreciated 
value  of  the  property  the  ratio  of  1.84  per  (!ent,  which  is  the 
difference  between  the  city's  average  annual  rate  of  depreciation 
and  the  company's  average  annual  charges  to  replacement. 

But  had  both  parties  figured  these  elements  of  cost  on  the  same 
basis,  there  would  still  be  a  wide  difference  between  them  due  to 
the  diff«-ence  between  $8,275,832*  and  $2,355,717*  their  re- 
spective estimates  of  the  actual  or  fair  cost  of  the  investment  for 
the  Boston  street  lights.  This  difference  of  $920,115  is  accounted 
for  by  the  exclusion  by  the  city  of  certain  items  as  improper 
charges  to  Boston  street  lights,  by  applying  lower  unit  costs  to 
the  estimates  of  investment,  and  by  employing  more  favorable 
theories  and  ratios  in  apportioning  property  used  in  common  with 
the  rest  of  the  company's  business.  It  is  of  some  significance, 
however,  that  the  property  exclusively  devoted  to  the  Boston 
street  lights  constituted  substantially  60  per  cent  of  each  party's 
estimate,  and  comprised  the  lamps  and  their  supporting  posts 
(other  than  line  poles),  the  cables  and  wires  in  the  lamp  circuits, 
the  lateral  conduits  serving  the  lamps  alone,  and  the  Brush  arc 
madbines  and  rectifiers  delivering  current  to  the  lamp  circuits. 
It  is  also  of  significance  that  the  greatest  differences  in  the  es- 
timated costs  of  the  property  involved  arose  with  respect  to  the 
distributing  system,  and  particularly  to  the  underground  installa- 
tion. 

Similar  questions  arose  over  the  operating  expenses.  The 
energy  required  for  the  efficient  operation  of  the  lamps  involved 
many  technical  niceties  in  calculating  the  losses  in  the  intervening 
apparatus  and  lines,  and  in  the  computation  of  unit  costs.  The 
attempt  to  apportion  to  Boston  street  lights  the  expenses  of  the 

*  No  deduction  has  been  made  for  accrned  depreciation. 
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typical  year  of  operating  and  maintaining  lines,  fixtures,  and 
lamps  led  to  many  serious  differences,  due  in  part  to  the  difficulty 
of  agreeing  upon  and  segregating  or  apportioning  in  the  com- 
pany's costs  the  items  applicable  to  Boston  street  lights,  and  in 
part  to  a  challenge  of  certain  of  the  company's  expenses.  It  is 
again  of  some  significance  that  the  costs  incurred  solely  for  Boston 
street  lights  constituted  substantially  40  per  cent  of  each  party's 
estimate  of  the  operating  expenses. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  Board  to  set  forth  in  detail  the 
almost  innumerable  issues  raised  in  a  record  of  over  10,000  pages, 
and  over  360  tables  and  exhibits.  Certain  property,  as  already 
noted,  is  used  exclusively  in  the  performance  of  the  company's 
contract  with  the  city,  and  cannot  be  used  for  any  other  purpose. 
Certain  expenses  are  incurred  solely  for  this  service,  such  as 
trimming,  patrolling,  renewing,  and  repairing  the  lamps  and 
fixtures,  and  would  not  be  incurred  were  the  company  to  cease 
to  perform  it.  A  fair  price  for  the  entire  service  supplied  the 
municipality  must  in  any  event  take  into  account  such  exclusive 
costs,  both  of  investment  and  operation. 

But,  when  it  comes  to  the  investment  and  expenses  common  to 
the  company's  entire  system  and  business,  any  assignment  to  the 
city  of  a  definite  share  in  each  item  depends  primarily  on  the 
assumed  necessity  of  making  such  assignment.  The  mind  then 
addresses  itself  to  this  specific  task  item  by  item,  and  involves 
the  adoption  of  theories  which,  however  plausible,  have  had  little 
influence  in  the  development  of  the  company's  property.  The 
careful  examination  of  every  detail  of  the  company's  affairs  dur- 
ing these  long  hearings  made  it  clear  that,  had  the  company  never 
lighted  the  streets  of  Boston,  there  is  little,  if  any,  of  its  plant 
other  than  that  devoted  exclusively  to  the  service  with  which  it 
could  or  would  have  dispensed.  Even  while  the  case  was  pend- 
ing, the  growth  of  the  commercial  business  changed  substantially 
the  ratio  of  the  city's  demand  to  the  company's  peak, — a  ratio 
used  repeatedly  in  determining  and  stating  with  "illusive  exact- 
ness" items  of  investment  and  expense  attributable  to  the  city. 
Neither  party  sought  to  measure  the  "fair  price  of  the  entire 
service"  by  its  cost  if  independently  performed,  and  both  parties 
recognized  the  community  of  interest  alluded  to  in  dealing  with 
generating  and  transmission  expenses.     A  recognition  of  a  sim- 
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ilar  community  of  interest  in  dealing  with  all  investment  and 
operating  costs,  which  are  so  indistingnishably  associated  with 
the  entire  business,  will  permit  the  city  to  enjoy  the  advantage 
of  this  association,  but  without  discrimination  either  in  its  favor 
or  in  favor  of  any  other  customer  or  class  of  customers.  In 
other  words  the  price  should,  in  addition  to  the  exclusive  costs 
already  mentioned,  be  sufficient  to  provide  for  the  fair  cost  (in- 
chiding  reasonable  investment  and  overhead  charges)  of  the 
electricity  used  in  the  performance  of  such  service. 

In  view  of  the  terms  of  the  arbitration,  and  for  reasons  al- 
ready stated,  it  seems  to  the  Board  unnecessary  and  inexpedient 
to  consider  and  decide,  one  by  one,  the  many  issues  tried  by  the 
parties.  Were  it  to  do  so,  it  would  at  best  have  reached  merely 
a  theoretical  estimate  of  an  assumed  investment  for  Boston  street 
lights  on  the  day  when  the  contract  became  effective,  and  a  find- 
ing as  to  the  actual  and  reasonable  costs  of  and  their  allocation 
to  the  service  for  the  preceding  year;  whereas  the  terms  of  the 
arbitration  call  for  a  determination  of  a  "fair  price  for  the 
entire  service"  to  be  performed  under  the  contract  and  during 
Us  life.  Neither  has  the  Board  deemed  it  appropriate  to  discuss 
in  this  finding  the  numerous  questions  of  general  policy  raised 
at  the  hearings.  Certain  of  them  directly  affected  costs  and  ex- 
penses. Others  did  not  find  expression  in  figures,  but  rather  in 
the  assertion  of  equities  favorable  to  the  city.  All  of  tike  facts, 
arguments,  and  equities  so  painstakingly  and  exhaustively 
presented  by  the  parties  have  been  fully  examined  and  con- 
sidered in  an  endeavor  to  give  them  their  due  weight. 

The  evidence  disclosed  hidden  among  the  legal  expenses  of 
the  company  large  payments  made  for  the  maintenance  of  lobbies 
at  the  state  house  and  city  hall.  Aside  from  the  exclusion  of 
such  items,  in  finding  a  fair  and  reasonable  cost  of  the  service, 
the  Board,  in  view  of  its  public  character  and  of  the  paramount 
duty  of  seeing  that  the  companies  under  its  supervision  in  the 
conduct  of  their  business  and  the  uses  and  devotion  of  their 
resources  practise  and  maintain  high  civic  standards,  feels 
bound  to  condemn  such  expenditures  as  wholly  unwarranted  and 
inconsistent  with  such  standards. 

Upon  the  whole  record,  "taking  into  account  the  length  of 
the  term,  the  discount,  and  all  other  matters  pertinent  to  such 
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question,"  the  Board  determinea  that  "a  fair  price  for  the  entire 
service  supplied  to  the  municipality  is  less  than  the  total  amounts 
to  he  paid  according  to  schedule  E''  of  the  contract,  and  is  the 
sum  of  $437,000,  and  it  therefore  reduces  the  so-called  "running 
costs  per  lamp  hour"  in  the  following  rates  charged  according  to 
schedule  E  and  with  respect  to  the  following  described  lamps, 
and  with  the  residting  prices  for  3,828  hours  a  year  after  de- 
ducting a  discount  of  10  per  cent,  viz.: 

40  candle-power  series 

Incandescent  lamp  from  25/100  to  18/100  eent — $15.92 
00  candle-power  series 

Incandescent  lamp  from     3/10    to    2/10  .cent —  17.09 
80  candle-power  series 

Incandescent  lamp  from    4/10    to    3/10    cent —  22.94 
100  candle-power  series 

Incandescent  lamp  from    5/10    to    4/10    cent —  29.98 
800  candle-power  series 

Magnetite  600  watt  D.  C.  line  lamp  from   1   0/10  to  1  37/100 
cent— $79.00 

Note. — ^Return;  expenses  chargeable  to  operation. 

The  West  Virginia  Commission  found  that  the  average  railroad 
operating  expenses  for  the  past  three  years  furnished  an  equitable 
basis  of  fixing  operating  expenses  for  rate  making,  since  the  present 
increased  expense  of  operation  incident  to  war  conditions  should  not 
be  borne  alone  by  the  shipper  but  in  part  by  the  carrier.  Be  Wini- 
frede  R.  Co.  Case  No.  606,  Nov.  16,  1917. 

In  Re  Capital  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  Case  Nos.  1146,  1147,  Feb. 
25, 1918,  it  was  held  that  donations  for  good  roads  and  various  other 
purposes  may  properly  be  made  by  the  stockholders  of  a  water  com- 
pany, but  are  not  to  be  charged  against  the  consumers  as  part  of 
the  cost  of  furnishing  water. 

In  fixing  operating  expenses  of  a  public  utility,  the  West  Virginia 
Commission  was  guided  by  the  average  cost  for  the  last  five  years, 
and  did  not  allow  for  the  recognized  recent  increases  in  the  prices 
of  all  labor  and  materials,  on  the  ground  that  tliis  is  a  war  burden, 
which  should  not  be  borne  bv  either  the  utility  or  its  customers 
alone,  but  rather  as  a  joint  undertaking.  Re  Light,  Fuel  &  P.  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  554,  555,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

Rates  should  not  be  fixed  high  enough  to  enable  the  company  to 
recoup  losses  from  delinquent  customers.     Ibid. 

Interest  on  the  bonds  of  a  public  utility  company  is  not  a  proper 
charge  against  the  expense  of  operation.     Ibid. 

Higher  rates  may  be  necessary  if  the  public  demands  higher  taxes 
from  public  utilit}'  companies,  since  their  revenues  are  derived  en- 

P.U.R.1918C. 


ANNOTATION.  157 

tirtiy  from  the  public  which  they  serye.  Be  Increased  Eates  (N.  J.) 
Sept.  10,  1917. 

In  Re  Capital  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  Case  Nos.  1146,  1147,  Feb. 
25, 1918,  it  was  lield  that  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  increased 
taxes  which  the  utility  would  have  to  pay,  if  certain  proposed  legis- 
lation should  become  effective. 

Xo  allowance  will  be  made  for  lost  or  uncollectable  accounts  in 
estimating  the  operating  expenses  of  a  telephone  utility  in  a  rate 
case,  where  it  is  permitted  to  grant  a  discount  for  prompt  payment. 
Be  Onida  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  ¥-334,  Feb.  28,  1918. 

Salaries  of  oflScers  and  employees  of  a  utility,  amounting  to  more 
than  50  per  cent  of  the  operating  revenues,  are  grossly  exorbitant, 
and  should  not  be  allowed  to  such  an  extent,  in  determining  the  rea- 
fionableness  of  the  return.  Be  Suburban  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Colo.) 
Decision  No.  143,  Investigation  and  Suspension  Docket  No.  12,  Nov. 

16,  1917. 

The  California  Commission  provided  for  a  general  manager  of  a 
water  utility  at  $2,400  per  year  in  lieu  of  a  president,  an  engineer, 
And  an  auditor,  whose  salaries  aggregated  $4,500  per  year,  where  the 
company  had  only  about  thirty  consumers,  it  being  unreasonable 
ihat  such  a  force  of  general  officers  should  be  maintained.  Be 
Coalinga  Consol.  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  4908,  Application  No. 
5204,  Nov.  30,  1917. 

A  salary  of  $85  per  month  for  the  general  manager  of  a  telephone 
iitilit}%  with  an  operating  revenue  of  about  $470  per  month,  is  ex- 
•cessive,  where  this  official  does  not  spend  an  appreciable  amount  of 
time  in  the  interest  of  the  business,  nor  assume  any  considerable 
amount  of  responsibility  in  its  management.  Be  Lakeview-Pine 
Creek  Electric  Co.  (Or.)  U-F-195,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  326,  Jan. 

17,  1918. 

In  Be  Capital  City  Water  Co.  (Mo.)  Case  Nos.  1146,  1147,  Fob. 
^5,  1918,  it  was  held  that  a  utility  could  not  charge  as  an  operat- 
ing expense  the  salary  paid  to  its  president,  who  was  a  nonresident. 
And  who  took  no  part  in  the  direction  of  the  affairs  of  the  company 
■except  in  rendering  service  in  financing  the  company  in  the  way  of 
loans,  for  which  he  receives  interest. 

Expenditures  made  in  developing  business  and  increasing  sales 
should  not  be  charged  entirely  as  an  operating  expense  against  the 
year's  business  during  which  they  were  made,  but  partly  to  suspense 
"to  be  prorated  to  future  business.  Whittier  v.  Southern  Counties 
<hs  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4831,  Case  No.  1049,  Nov.  9,  1917. 

In  Be  Crownover  Teleph.  Co.  (Neb.)  Application  No.  2860,  Aug. 
6,  1917,  BM  item  representing  directory  expenses,  in  a  etatemetit  of 
"the  expenseB  of  a  telephone  exchange,  was  eliminated,  where  it  ap- 
peared that  no  allowance  was  made  for  revenue  derived  from  the 
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Bale  of  advertising,  and  that  such  revenue  usually  defrays  all  of  the 
expenses  of  issuing  a  directory. 

In  Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  TJ-F-117,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order 
No.  264,  Oct.  4,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission  held  that  the  equip- 
ment leased  by  a  subsidiary  telephone  company  from  the  American 
Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  for  the  use  of  which  the  subsidiary 
company  pays  4J  per  cent  of  the  gross  revenues  derived  from  its 
business,  should  be  included  in  the  rate-making  value  of  the  prop- 
erty and  the  4^  per  cent  payments,  or  so  much  of  which  as  is  due  to 
the  ownership  of  the  equipment,  being  in  the  parent  company,  ex- 
cluded from  the  operating  expenses. 

In  fixing  operating  expenses  for  a  telephone  company,  the  annual 
rental  of  $1  per  station  which  the  company  paid  for  induction  coils, 
transmitters,  and  receivers  that  cost  but  $3  per  station,  was  disal- 
lowed upon  the  ground  that  the  company  should  own  such  appliances, 
lather  than  pay  the  rental  now  charged  therefor,  but  an  allowance 
was  made  for  the  reasonable  cost  of  maintaining  such  equipment, 
which  was  found  to  be  38  cents  per  station  per  annum.  Re  Fulton 
Exch.  (Mo.)  Case  Nos.  852,  739,  March  20,  1917. 

In  Re  Ontario  &  W.  Teleph.  Co.  Oct.  2,  1917,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  said  that  the  applicant  company  could  not  be  main- 
tained properly  for  less  than  $9  per  telephone,  exclusive  of  taxes, 
depreciation,  and  interest;  and  such  a  sum  would  be  allowed  in 
determining  the  necessary  revenues  that  must  be  raised. 

In  Re  Ontairio  &  W.  Teleph.  Co.  Oct.  2,  1917,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  said  that  the  average  operating  ratio  of  the  applicant 
company  was  but  62  per  cent,  while  the  average  of  all  other  com- 
panies of  the  same  class  was  considerably  in  excess  of  this. 

The  proper  measure  of  profitableness  of  railroad  passenger  or 
freight  traffic  is  the  ratio  of  total  costs  to  revenue,  rather  than  the 
operating  ratio.    Re  Increased  Rates  (N.  J.)  Sept.  10,  1917. 


BnSSOURI  SUPRKM£  COURT. 

STATE  EX  REL.  BUFFUM  TELEPHONE  COMPANY 

V. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

[No.  20,398.] 

(—  Mo.  — ,  199  S.  W.  9«2.> 

Fublle  uHUties  —  Mutual  telephone  oMoeldtfon  —  Fhysksal  conned^ 
tioH  %vUh  puhlie  compmny  —  Jnriediction  of  CommiMtfofi. 

1.  A  voluntary  association  furaishuig  telephone  sorvice  to  its 
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members  on  the  basis  of  the  actual  cost  of  upkeep  and  operating  ex- 
pense and  as  a  private  convenience  to  a  few  nonmembers,  owning  their 
own  instruments,  at  a  flat  rate,  and  to  nonsubtcribers  on  payment  of  a 
toll  charge  when  service  is  given  over  connecting  lines,  is  not  a  public 
utility  within  the  meaning  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Act,  so  as 
to  give  the  Missouri  Commission  jurisdiction  to  require  a  telephone 
utility  to  make  physical  connection  with  the  lines  of  the  association, 
where  it  is  not  operated  for  profit  «nd  the  collection  of  fees  from  non- 
members  is  merely  an  incident  in  the  general  conduct  of  the  business. 

Appeal  and  review  —  Scope  —  Issues  not  raised  before  Commission. 

2.  Under  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Act,  §  110,  an  objection  to 
the  constitutionality  of  an  order  *of  the  Public  Service  Commission  not 
raised  in  the  appUcatton  for  rehearing  before  that  body  caanot  be 
urged  in  a  proceeding  before  a  court  to  review  such  order. 

Service  —  Telephones  —  Physical  connection  —  Public  necessity  — 
Members  private  company. 

3.  Members  of  a  private  telephone  company,  individually  not  en- 
titled to  physical  connection  with  the  lines  of  a  public  company,  cannot 
collectively  demand  the  facility,  since  niunbers  alone  will  not  establish 
the  claim  of  public  necessity. 

(Blaib,  J.,  dissents.) 

[December  22,  1917.] 

Appeal  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  from  a  judgment 
of  the  Circuit  Court  of  Cole  County,  J.  G.  Slate,  Judge,  setting 
aside  an  order  of  the  Commission  requiring  a  physical  connec- 
tion of  the  lines  of  the  Auxvasee  Mutual  Telephone  Company 
and  the  Buffum  Telephone  Company;  affirmed,  (For  Commis- 
sion case,  see  P.U.K.1916E,  296.) 

Appearances:  A.  Z.  Patterson,  General  Counsel,  and  James 
D.  Lindsay,  Assistant  Counsel,  both  of  Jefferson  City,  for  appel- 
lant ;  and  Jeffries  &  Corum  and  E.  H.  Painter,  all  of  St  Louis 
(D.  A.  Frank,  of  St,  Louis,  of  counsel),  for  respondent. 

Walker,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
This  is  an  appeal  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  from  a 
judgment  of  the  circuit  court  of  Cole  county  setting  aside  an 
order  of  the  Commission  which  required  that  a  physical  connec- 
tion be  made  at  the  town  of  Auxvasse,  in  Callaway  oounty,  be- 
tween the  Auxvaase  llutual  Telephone  Company  and  the  Buffum 
Telephone  Company. 

The  proceedings  before  the  Commission  were  upon  the  com- 
plaint of  ihe  Auxvasse  company  asking  that  tiie  Buffum  (MHupany 
be  required  to. receive  and  transmit  long-distance  messages  over 
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its  lines  from  the  members  and  subscribers  of  the  Anxvasse 
company,  that  they  might  thereby  have  long-distance  connection 
over  the  lines  of  the  Buffum  company. 

The  Auxvasse  company  is  not  incorporated,  but  is  a  mutual 
telephone  company  formed  by  the  union  at  the  town  of  Aiucvasse 
of  various  neighborhood  lines  extending  into  the  town  and  imiteck 
in  a  local  exchange.  It  was  organized  in  1911,  to  afford  cheap 
telephone  service  to  its  shareholders  and  subscribers.  It  consists 
of  about  one  hundred  and  forty  ^members  owning  twelve  or  more 
lines  running  into  and  connected  at  a  central  oflSoe  and  switch- 
board in  the  town  of  Auxvasse.  The  members  on  the  various 
lines  composing  the  system  furnish  and  own  their  respective 
]ines  and  instruments  and  keep  the  same  in  repair,  and  the  mem- 
bers on  each  line  maintain  an  organization  of  their  own.  The 
union  of  the  various  lines  under  a  Constitution  and  by-laws  con- 
stitutes the  central  organization  known  as  the  Auxvasse  Mutual 
Telephone  Company.  The  organization  owns  the  poles,  wires, 
and  equipment  in  the  town  of  Auxvasse,  and  the  central  office 
and  switchboard  whereby  all  the  various  lines  are  united  and 
a  local  exchange  maintained.  The  maintenance  of  the  central 
office  and  of  the  upkeep  of  the  property  belonging  thereto,  is 
borne  by  receipts  for  service  rendered  to  certain  subscribers  at 
ilat  rates,  who  are  nonmembers,  and  frcHn  toll  charges  received 
from  nonmembers  talking  from  phones  on  the  lines  of  the  com- 
pany to  a  person  on  the  line  of  another  mutual  local  company 
with  which  the  Auxvasse  company  maintains  free  exchange 
service  arrangements.  Any  deficit  is  made  up  by  assessment 
upon  the  members.  There  are  eight  subscribers  not  mem- 
bers who  pay  a  flat  rate  or  fee  of  $5  each  per  annum  for  serv- 
ice on  the  exchange  and  for  communications  over  the  various 
local  lines  of  the  company.  Any  white  person  may  talk  free  from 
the  phcme  of  a  member  to  a  person  at  a  phone  on  any  of  the  lines 
of  the  oompany,  and  may  talk  with  a  person  on  the  line  of  any 
of  the  other  like  mutual  local  companies  with  which  the  Auxvasse 
company  has  exchange  service  arrangements  up<m  payznmt  of  a 
toll  charge  of  10  cecits.  The  members  and  subscribers  on  the 
various  lines  receive  free  service  over  the  lines  of  the  company 
jind  over  the  lines  o(f  other  like  mutual  companies  with  which 
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exchange  service  arrangements  have  been  made.  There  are  about 
twenty-five  of  the  latter. 

The  members  and  subscribers  of  the  Auxvasse  company  also 
have  service  over  a  mutual  line  owned  by  the  company  to  Mexico, 
Missouri,  but  do  not  have  general  long-distance  service.  The 
service  of  the  members  and  subscribers  is  confined  to  the  lines 
of  the  company,  the  connecting  line  owned  by  the  members  to 
Mexico,  and  the  lines  of  other  like  mutual  companies  with  which 
free  service  arrangements  have  been  established. 

The  Buffum  company  is  an  incorporated  company,  and  has 
a  local  exchange  in  the  town  of  Auxvasse,  and  through  its  own 
lines,  and  connecting  lines  of  other  companies,  with  which  it  is 
affiliated,  has  long-distance  service  over  the  country  in  general. 
The  central  offices  of  the  Buffum  company  and  of  the  Auxvasse 
company  are  located  in  the  same  block  near  each  other. 

This  action  is  prompted  by  a  desire  of  the  members  of  the 
Auxvasse  company  to  have  from  their  own  phones  long-distince 
connection  through  the  Buffum  exchange  with  the  various  lines 
and  points  reached  by  the  Buffum  company.  Connection  with 
Fulton,  the  county  seat  of  Callaway  county,  is  especially  desired. 

The  Commission  found  that  the  cost  of  the  physical  connec- 
tion between  the  two  exchanges  would  not  exceed  $26,  and  that 
the  connection  desired  was  not  for  an  interchange  of  messages 
between  the  local  exchanges  of  the  two  companies,  but  that  mes- 
sages transmitted  by  the  subscribers  of  the  Auxvasse  company 
over  its  lines  should  be  received  and  transmitted  by  the  Buffum 
company  over  its  lines.  The  Commission  further  found  that  the 
matter  was  within  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Service  Act ;  that 
the  physical  connection  desired  could  reasonably  be  made,  and 
that  there  would  thereby  be  formed  a  continuous  line  of  com- 
munication betwen  the  two  companies  for  the  transfer  of  mes- 
sages or  conversations  by  persons  entitled  to  use  the  lines  of  the 
Auxvasse  company ;  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  would 
thereby  be  subserved;  whereupon  the  Commission  ordered  the 
connection  to  be  made,  and  that  the  service  asked  be  furnished 
by  the  Buffum  company. 

The  Commission  also  found  that,  irrespective  of  whether  the 
property  of  the  Auxvasse  company  was  impressed  with  a  public 
use  or  not,  the  nature  of  its  business  and  the  number  of  persons 
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served  by  it  were  such  as  to  create  a  necessity  for  the  physical 
connection  demanded,  and  therefore  the  making  of  same  and  the 
rendering  of  the  service  was  a  duty  which  could  lawfully  be 
required  of  the  Buffum  company. 

It  was  ordered  that  the  expense  of  making  the  connection  be 
borne  by  the  Auxvasse  company,  and  that  said  company,  or  its 
subscribers,  or  any  person  using  its  line  for  the  purpose  of  long- 
distance connection  with  the  lines  of  the  Buffum  company,  pay 
to  the  latter  company  for  such  service  the  full  amount  of  the  tolls 
and  charges  of  the  Btiffum  company  therefor,  in  accordance  with 
its  schedule  filed  with  the  Commission. 

The  Buffum  company  filed  its  application  for  a  rehearing,  but 
failed  to  allege  as  grounds  for  same  the  violations  by  the  Com- 
mission through  its  order  of  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of 
Missouri  and  of  the  United  States,  as  subsequently  set  forth  in 
its  petition  for  review.  Upon  the  overruling  of  the  application 
for  a  rehearing  the  Buffum  company  filed  its  petition  for  a  r^ 
view  in  the  Cole  county  circuit  court  of  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mission setting  up  the  constitutional  questions  above  noted.  In 
the  circuit  court  the  respondent  herein  asked  that  a  jury  be 
called,  and  that  it  be  permitted  to  introduce  additional  testimony. 
These  requests  were  refused. 

Respondent  then  filed  its  motion  for  a  judgment  reversing  the 
order  of  the  Commission,  and,  among  other  things,  set  up  that 
the  order  was  made  without  due  process  of  law,  and  was  a  tak- 
ing of  respondent's  property  without  just  compensation,  and  waa 
a  violation  of  §§  10,  20,  21,  and  80  of  article  2  of  the  Constitu- 
tion  of  Missouri,  and  of  §  1  of  the  14th  Amendment  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  alleged  taking  of  its 
property  was  an  unauthorized  exercise  of  the  right  of  eminent 
domain. 

The  appellant,  Public  Service  ConMnission,  filed  its  motion  to 
strike  out  respondent's  motion  for  a  judgment,  for  the  reason 
that  same  was  based  upon  grounds  not  urged  or  relied  upon  by 
respondent  in  its  motion  for  rehearing,  and  was  a  violation  of  the 
method  of  procedure  provided  for  by  the  Public  Service  Act, 
under  the  law  of  its  creation,  which  motion  was  overruled.  The 
court  thereupon  sustained  respondent's  motion,  and  entered  judg- 
ment annulling  and  setting  aside  the  order  of  the  Commission. 
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The  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  sustaining  the  respondent's 
motion  involves  a  finding  that  upon  the  record  the  Auxvasse 
company  was  not  a  public  utility  operating  for  hire,  and  there- 
fore not  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  that 
public  convenience  and  necessity  veould  not  be  subserved  by  the 
making  of  the.  connection,  and  that  no  authority  existed  for  the 
order,  and  that  enforcement  of  same  constituted  a  taking  of  re- 
spondent's property  in  the  sense  and  manner  forbidden  by  the 
Constitution. 

A  synopsis  of  the  relevant  sections  of  the  Public  Service  Act 
(Laws  1918,  pp.  556-651)  will  assist  in  determining  the  matter 
at  issue.  By  a  "telephone  corporation,"  as  the  term  is  employed 
in  the  act  is  meant :  "Every  corporation,  company,  association, 
joint  stock  company  or  association,  partnership  and  person, 
«  •  •  owning,  (grating,  controlling  or  managing  any  telephone 
line  or  part  of  telephone  line  used  in  the  conduct  of  the  business 
of  affording  telephonic  communication  for  hire.''  Subd.  17,  §  2. 

The  term  "telephone  line"  is  defined  to  include  every  sort  of 
property  "used,  operated,  controlled,  or  owned  by  any  telephone 
corporation  to  facilitate  the  business  of  affording  telephonic  com- 
munication."   Subdivision  18,  §  2. 

The  jurisdiction,  supervision,  powers,  and  duties  of  the  Com- 
mission are  declared  to  extend  "to  all  telephone  lines,  as  above 
defined,  ;  .  •  and  to  every  tdephone  company,  ...  so 
far  as  said  telephone  •  •  •  lines  are  and  lie  and  so  far  as 
eaid  telephone  companies  •  «  •  conduct  •  •  .  line  or 
lines,  respectively,  within  this  state."    Subd.  6,  §  16. 

The  subjection  of  telephone  corporations  to  the  supervision  of 
the  Commission  in  respect  of  facilities  and  service  it  shall  afford 
is  stated  thus :  "Every  .  .  .  telephone  corporation  shall  fur- 
nish and  provide  with  respect  to  its  business  such  instrumentali- 
ties and  facilities  as  shall  be  adequate  and  in  all  respects  just 
and  reasonable."    §  87. 

The  duty  of  each  telephone  corporation  to  transmit  messages 
is  thus  prescribed :  '^very  .  .  .  telephone  corporation  oper- 
ating in  this  state  shall  receive,  transmit  and  deliver  without 
discrimination  or  delay,  the  conversations  and  messages  of  every 
other  .  .  .  telephone  corporation  with  whose  line  a  physical 
connection  may  have  been  made."    Subd.  5,  §  87. 
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The  provision  for  requiring  physical  connections  between  lines 
of  teleph(Hie  companies  is  as  follows:  'Whenever  the  Commis- 
sion .  •  .  shall  find  that  a  physical  connection  can  reasonably 
be  made  between  the  lines  of  two  or  more  telephone  corpora- 
tions •  •  •  whose  lines  can  be  made  to  form  a  continuous 
line  of  conmiunication  by  the  construction  and  maintenance  of 
suitable  connections  for  the  transfer  of  .  •  .  conversations, 
and  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  will  be  subserved  there- 
by, or  shall  find  that  two  or  more  •  .  .  telephone  corporations 
have  failed  to  establish  joint  rates,  tolls  or  charges  for  service  by 
or  over  their  said  lines,  and  that  joint  rates,  tolls  or  charges  ought 
to  be  established,  the  Commission  may,  by  its  order,  require  that 
such  connection  be  made,  except  where  the  purpose  of  such  con- 
nection is  primarily  to  secure  the  transmission  of  local  .  .  . 
conversations  between  points  within  the  same  city  or  town,  and 
the  conversations  be  transmitted  .  •  •  over  such  connection 
under  such  rules  and  regulations  as  the  Commission  may  estab- 
lish, and  prescribe  through  lines  and  joint  rates,  tolls  and  charges 
to  be  made,  and  to  be  used,  observed  and  in  force  in  the  future. 
If  such  •  •  •  telephone  corporations  do  not  agree  upon  the 
division  between  them  of  the  cost  of  such  physical  connection  or 
connections  or  the  division  of  the  joint  rates,  tolls  or  charges  es- 
tablished by  the  Commission  over  such  through  lines,  the  Com- 
mission' shall  have  authority,  after  further  hearing,  to  establish 
such  division  by  supplemental  order."    Subdivision  3,  §  93. 

The  powers  of  the  Conmiission,  in  requiring  improvements, 
changes  in,  or  additions  to,  telephone  facilities,  are  thus  further 
amplified  and  emphasized :  'Whenever  the  Commission  shall  be 
of  the  opinion  .  .  .  that  repairs  or  improvements  to  or  changes 
in  any  .  .  .  telephone  line  ought  reasonably  to  be  made,  or 
that  any  additions  should  reasonably  be  made  thereto,  in  order  to 
promote  the  convenience  of  the  public  or  employees,  or  in  order 
to  secure  adequate  service  or  facilities  for  .  .  .  telephonic 
communications,  the  Commission  shall  make  and  "iserve  an  order, 
directing  that  such  repairs,  improvements,  changes  or  additions 
be  made  within  a  reasonable  time  and  in  a  manner  to  be  specified 
therein,  and  every  ...  telephone  corporation  is  hereby  re- 
quired and  directed  to  make  all  repairs,  improvements,  changes 
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and  additions  required  of  it  by  any  order  of  the  Commission 
served  upon  it."  §  96. 

All  of  these  provisions  are  to  be  liberally  construed  as  required 
by  the  act,  to  wit :  "The  provisions  of  this  act  shall  be  liberally 
construed  with  a  view  to  the  public  welfare,  efficient  facilities, 
and  substantial  justice  between  patrons  and  public  utilities.'^ 
§  127. 

[1]  L  If  the  companies  here  involved  are  public  utilities 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Public  Service  Act,  and  a  physical 
connection  between  them  will  add  to  their  efficiency  as  such,  then 
the  judgment  of  the  circuit  court  should  be  reversed,  and  the 
order  of  the  Commission  affirmed;  otherwise  not.  If  it  were 
not  conceded  by  the  Buffum  company  that  it  is  a  public  utility, 
and  as  such  subject  to  the  supervision  of  the  Commission,  the 
nature  of  its  organization  and  the  character  of  its  activities  would 
justify  no  other  conclusion.  It  remains,  therefore,  to  be  de- 
termined whether  the  Auxvasse  company  is  subject  to  a  like 
classification.  To  render  it  so  it  is  not  necessary  that  it  be  in- 
corporated. Under  the  inclusive  provisions  of  subdivision  17  of 
§  2,  supra,  any  association,  joint-stock  company,  partnership,  or 
person  dependent  primarily  upon  the  character  of  the  telephone 
business  they  conduct,  may  be  so  classified. 

The  Auxvasse  company  is  a  voluntary  association.  The  right 
to  the  use  of  the  facilities  it  affords  is  limited  to  white  persons 
who  are  the  owners  of  certificates  of  shares  therein,  for  which 
they  are  required  to  pay  a  fixed  sum.  In  addition  an  assessment 
is  made  upon  such  shareholders  of  $1.50  each  per  quarter  to 
maintain  and  operate  a  central  office  or  switchboard.  Mainten- 
ance charges  required  of  each  shareholder  may  be  fixed  quarter- 
ly. Shareholders  are  not  required  to  pay  more  than  is  actually 
necessary  for  the  upkeep  and  operating  expenses  for  the  quarter 
ensuing  the  fixing  of  same.  Nonsubscribers  are  not  charged  for 
talking  from  any  telephone  on  the  Auxvasse  switchboard  to  any 
other  telephone  on  the  same  switchboard ;  but  when  talking  from 
a  telephone  on  the  Auxvasse  switchboard  to  one  on  a  connecting 
switchboard  they  are  required  to  pay  a  fee  of  10  cents  to  the  owner 
of  the  telephone  where  the  call  is  made.  Fees  thus  collected  are 
required  to  be  paid  into  the  company's  treasury  during  the  quar- 
ter when  they  were  collected.    This  constitutes  the  extent  of  the 
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business  and  income  of  the  Auxyasse  company,  except  $5  per 
year  paid  by  each  of  eight  flat-rate  subscribers,  who  are  thus  en- 
titled to  the  facilities  afforded  without  further  charge.  An 
abstract  of  the  testimony  of  a  number  of  the  shareholders  of  this 
company  given  at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission  will  give  a 
definite  idea  as  to  the  character  of  the  business  of  the  company 
from  which  its  nature  and  purpose  may  be  determined.  These 
are  literal  excerpts  from  different  witnesses'  testimony  in  re- 
sponse to  inquiries  propounded  to  them  on  the  stand : 

'To  maintain  and  operate  the  central  office  each  party  con* 
tributes  $1.50  per  quarter." — ^E.  W.  Martin. 

'The  lines  are  kept  up  by  the  members  who  own  them.  This 
keeping  up  of  the  lines  applies  to  residence  in  the  town  of  Aux- 
vasse  and  the  surrounding  country." — S.  W.  Turner. 

"It  was  never  the  intention  of  the  company  to  go  into  the  tele- 
phone business  for  profit  No ;  I  don't  think  they  calculated  on 
more  than  enough  to  make  expenses.  It  was  not  the  intention  to 
go  into  what  is  known  as  a  commercial  business^  The  lines  were 
built  for  convenience.  That's  what  a  telephone  is  for." — J.  F. 
Buckner. 

"The  company  is  not  in  the  tdephone  business  to  make  money 
out  of  it.  It  was  simply  for  the  accommodation  of  the  share- 
holders. The  Mexico  toll  line  is  kept  up  out  of  the  treasury  of 
the  company.  I  use  it  three  or  four  times  a  day,  I  reckon,  but  I 
pay  no  toll  charges  for  this  use.  The  toll  line  is  used  a  whole  lot 
Country  people  when  they  come  in  use  it  more  than  we  do  in 
town.  We  keep  it  up  for  the  benefit  of  those  who  want  to  use 
it."— W.  F.  Woodson. 

"On  the  Auxvasse  line  each  individual  owns  the  box  he  uses, 
and  the  association  owns  the  telephone  line  reaching  to  the  switch- 
board. The  association  does  not  build  lines  to  anybody.  It  is 
simply  a  collection  of  individuals  divided  further  into  lines  and 
each  line  is  a  separate  organization  in  that  it  owns  its  own  line. 
The  Auxvasse  company  is  not  a  corporation;,  it  is  simply  a  vol- 
untary association  composed  of  individuals.  Its  purpose  is  to 
provide  telephone  service  to  its  stockholders  at  actual  cost.  TSo 
service  is  furnished  in  town  to  anybody  except  stockholders." — 
S.  M.  Turner. 

The  constitution  and  by-laws  and  the  oral  testimony  all  point 
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to  the  conclnsion  that  the  Auxvasse  company  ia  primarily  a 
private,  organization  not  operated  for  hire.    Operation  for  hire 
is  a  prerequisite  to  supervision  hy  the  Commission,    The  reason 
is  plain.    The  Commission  was  created,  as  is  evident  from  the 
entire  statute  defining  its  powers,  not  to  interfere  with  indi- 
vidual action  except  where  same  assumes  a  public  nature,  but 
to  provide  regulations  and  give  plenary  power  as  defined  by  the 
statute  to  the  Commission  to  control  such  utilities  as,  from  their 
nature  and  operaticHis,  may  affect  the  interests  of  the  general 
public     All  such  organizations  are  commercial  in  their  nature 
in  that  they  are  not  conducted  for  favors,  but  for  fees.    Recog- 
nizing this  fact,  the  framers  of  the  Public  Service  Act  made  this 
a  condition  precedent  to  Commission  control.     That  a  fee  may 
be  exacted  from  ncmsubscribers  for  talking  from  a  telephone  on 
the  company^s  switchboard  to  one  on  a  connecting  line  does  not 
militate  against  the  correctness  of  the  conclusion  that  this  com- 
pany does  not  afford  telephonic  communications  for  hire.     If 
thus  conducted,  the  right  of  nonsubscribers  to  demand  service 
would  be  absolute  upon  the  tender  of  the  fee.    Such  a  right  can- 
not exist,  however,  because  the  telephones  are  individually  owned 
by  those  in  whose  premises  they  are  located ;  and  no  limitation  as 
to  such  ownership  having  been  made  by  the  company,  if  such 
could  be  made  under  the  circumstances,  the  right  of  use  to  non- 
subscribers  is  at  best  permissive,  and,  being  so,  does  not  author- 
ize the  conclusion  that  the  company  is  conducted  for  hire.    The 
fee  thus  authorized  to  be  charged  is  but  an  incident  in  the  general 
conduct  of  the  business  of  the  company,  and  is  not  indicative  of 
its  character,  which  is  to  serve  those  who  sustain  it,  and  not  the 
general  public.    Nor  is  the  claim  that  the  eight  subscribers  who, 
in  the  abs^ce  of  any  authority  therefor  in  the  company's  con- 
stitution and  by-laws,  are  permitted  upon  the  payment  of  a  flat 
rate,  free  from  assessments,  to  enjoy  its  facilities,  an  argument  in 
favor  of  the  contention  that  the  company  is  conducting  its  busi^ 
ness  for  hire.    Each  of  these  subscribers  owns  the  phone  used  by 
him.     Except,  therefore,  for  the  difference  between  the  pay- 
ments made  by  them  and  others,  they  sustain  no  different  re- 
lation to  the  company*     If  their  relation  be  construed  to  give 
color  to  the  contention  that  these  transactions  are  of  a  commer- 
cial nature,  and  hence  the  company  is  conducting  its  business 
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for  hire,  it  will  be  sufficient  to  say  that  the  constitution  and  by- 
laws based  thereon  confer  no  such  authority  upon  the  company 
as  is  thus  exercised.  The  elementary  axiom  is  therefore  appli- 
cable^  that  the  company  cannot  enlarge  its  character  by  exceeding 
its  powers. 

The  settlement  of  a  controverted  question  is  often  rendered 
easier  by  a  resort  to  elementals.  To  that  end,  what  is  meant  by 
such  companies  as  "conduct  telephonic  conununications  for  hire  ?" 
Simply  those  which  engage  in  business  as  a  commercial  transac- 
tion, or  for  profit.  Summarizing  what  we  have  heretofore  said^ 
is  this  company  of  that  class?  It  lets  nothing;  it  hires  nothing; 
but  for  the  maintenance  of  its  own  property,  and  for  that  alone, 
it  exacts  a  like  sum  quarterly  from  all  of  its  membera.  The  acces- 
sories, to  wit,  the  telephone  boxes  necessary  to  render  the  lines 
available  for  the  transmission  of  conversations,  do  not  belong  to 
the  company,  but  to  the  individual  members.  Hence  the  prop- 
erty owned  by  the  company  is  but  inconsiderable,  and  there  is  in 
existence  no  such  organization  as  is  contemplated  by  the  statute. 

The  Public  Service  Act  is  further  illuminative  of  the  char- 
acter of  telephone  companies  subject  to  its  provisions,  in  defining 
the  requirements  that  may  be  made  of  them.  The  Commission 
may  require  them  to  furnish  and  provide  such  instrumentalities 
as  shall  be  adequate  in  all  respects  for  the  transacting  of  their 
business  (§  87)  ;  to  transmit  and  deliver  without  discrimination 
or  delay  conversations  sent  over  other  lines  with  which  they  have 
physical  connection  (subd.  5,  §  87)  ;  to  make  physical  connections 
with  other  like  companies  (subd.  3,  §  93)  ;  to  order  repairs,  im- 
provements, and  changes  in  companies  for  the  betterment  of  the 
service  (§96).  In  addition  they  may  be  required  to  file  schedules 
of  their  rates  of  charges  with  the  Commission  and  subject  them- 
selves to  its  supervision  by  complying  with  its  rules  and  regula- 
tions for  the  operation  of  telephone  companies.  There  is  no 
pretense  that  in  any  of  these  particulars  this  company  has  com- 
plied with  these  statutes.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  not  contended 
that  it  could  be  required  so  to  do.  Unless  there  is  other  evidence 
than  is  disclosed  by  the  record,  we  are  inclined  to  the  opinion 
that  it  could  not  be  so  required.  Rulings  upon  kindred  questions 
in  other  jurisdictions  are  but  a  little  more  than  persuasive  in  the 
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ferences  in  the  statutes  construed.  Rightly  reasoned,  this  well- 
marked  line  runs  through  them  all,  that  to  authorize  supervision 
the  character  of  the  utility  must  be  of  such  a  nature  that  the 
exercise  of  its  powers  will  affect  public  rather  than  private  rights. 
Any  other  classification  would  destroy  the  ruling  purpose  under- 
lying the  creation  of  Public  Service  Commissions,  and  neces- 
sarily, sooner  or  later,  run  afoul  of  constitutional  provisions  the 
violation  of  which  would  be  inimical  to  individual  liberty  of 
action. 

II.  The  same  facts  adduced  to  show  that  the  Auzvasse  com- 
pany is  not  a  public  utility  will  sustain  the  conclusion  that  its 
connection  with  the  Buffum  company  is  not  such  a  matter  of 
public  necessity  and  convenience  as  to  authorize  the  issuance  of 
an  order  in  regard  thereto.  Recapitulated,  these  are :  The  nature 
of  its  business,  existing  as  it  does,  not  for  public  use,  but  private 
convenience ;  its  requiring  no  pay  for  profit,  but  fees  only  for  the 
purpose  of  existence.  Need  arguments  be  piled  up  like  Pelion 
on  Ossa  to  establish  the  fact  that  facilities  added  by  the  Commis- 
sioner's order  to  an  association  of  this  type  will  enable  it  to  pass 
beyond  its  own  tether  and  add  even  incidentally  to  the  conven- 
ience of  others  than  its  own  membership  f    We  think  not. 

[2]  III,  The  ccmstitutional  question  injected  into  this  con- 
troversy for  the  first  time  in  the  petition  for  review  was  not 
timely.  How,  without  a  contradiction  in  terms,  can  a  matter  be 
reviewed  which  has  not  been  viewed.  The  purpose  of  the  petition 
filed  in  the  circuit  court,  in  cases  of  this  character,  would  be 
defeated  if  new  issues  were  permitted  to  be  incorporated  therein. 
Forms  of  procedure  are  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  business, 
whether  it  be  of  a  court  or  a  conmaission ;  and  there  is  no  more 
reason  why,  when  required  by  law,  they  should  not  be  observed 
in  one  case  than  in  the  other.  By  the  express  language  of  §  110 
of  the  Public  Service  Act  (Laws  1913,  p.  641)  it  is  provided 
that  "no  corporation  or  person  or  public  utility  shall  in  any  court 
urge  or  rely  on  any  ground  not  so  set  forth  in  said  application," 
referring  to  that  of  rehearing.  We  ruled  in  State  ex  rel.  Missouri 
P.  R  Co.  V.  Atkinson,  269  Mo.  634,  L.R.A.1918A,  46,  P.U.R. 
W17C,  971,  192  S.  W.  86,  Ann.  Cas.  1917E,  987,  that  the  ob- 
servance of  this  rule  was  obligatory.  There  is  no  reason  for  a 
variance  from  this  conclusion.    Neither  within  the  letter  or  spirit 
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of  the  Public  Service  Act  is  the  character  of  the  Anxvasse  com- 
pany such  as  to  render  it  subject  to  the  Commission,  and  hence 
the  latter  is  not  authorized  to  comply  with  the  demand  herein 
made. 

[3]  IV.  The  contention  is  vaguely  made  by  appellant  that  the 
individual  members  of  this  company  have  collectively  the  right 
to  demand  the  connection  here  under  consideration.  This  con- 
tention is  evidently  based  upon  the  assumption  that  numbers 
alone  will  establish  the  claim  of  public  necessity.  This  is  not 
true.  Their  mere  numbers  give  them  no  more  rights  in  the  prem- 
ises than  a  single  individual  would  have  under  like  circumstances. 
If  A.  should  demand  that  his  private  phone  be  connected  with 
the  Buffum  company,  we  may  look  in  vain  for  authority  in  reason 
or  the  law  for  the  exercise  of  such  power  by  the  Commission  as 
will  effect  a  compliance  with  this  request.  Granted  to  A,  the 
right  must,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  be  conceded  to  every  other 
individual  owning  a  private  telephone  line.  The  result  would 
be  the  improper  invasion  of  the  rights  granted  by  law  to  the 
Buffum  company,  or,  in  other  words,  the  taking  of  its  property 
without  due  process  of  law.  A  therefore  is  entitled  to  the  same 
service  as  others,  bu^  not  more,  and  he  will  only  be  heard  to 
complain  when  such  service  is  denied.  This  subject  was  dis- 
cussed incidentally  with  much  clearness  in  Home  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Sarcoxie  -Light  &  TelepL  Co.  236  Mo.  loc.  cit.  133,  36  L.R.A. 
(N.S.)  124,  139  S.  W.  108,  in  which  the  conclusion  we  have  in- 
dicated was  reached. 

There  is,  in  our  opinion,  no  sufficient  ground  for  the  order  of 
the  Commission  requiring  a  connection  to  be  made  between  the 
Buffum  and  the  Auxvasse  companies,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
Circuit  Court  is  therefore  affirmed. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

All  concur,  except  Blair,  J.,  who  dissents. 


I<lote. — ^In  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Edwards  Comity  In- 
dependent Teleph.  Asso.  No.  7322,  Jan.  28,  1918,  the  Illinois  Com- 
mission held  that  an  unincorporated  association  composed  of  five 
divisions  each  of  which  operates  a  telephone  exchange  constitutes  a 
public  utility,  where  the  various  lines  and  telephones  connected  with 
the  exchanges  are  owned  by  the  individual  subscribers  on  ^aid  lines. 
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and  sach  Bnbscribers  receive  Bwitching  service  through  the  tele- 
phone switchboards  or  exchange  of  the  association  with  which  they 
are  connected^  although  all  of  the  subscribers  are  members  of  the 
respondent  association  and  the  expenses  of  said  association  are  met 
by  assessments  levied  against  its  members. 
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BE  HAMPTON  WATERWORKS  COMPANY. 

[D-576.] 

Vdluatian  *  Excess  of  outstanding  securities  over  plant  value  reprc" 
sented  by  bond  discount  —  Effect  oth  subsequent  issues. 

The  excefis  of  outstanding  securities  aboye  the  physical  value 
of  a  utility's  property,  represented  by  bond  disoouat,  should  not  count 
against  the  utility  in  the  issuance  of  additional  securities  for  subse- 
quent plant  additions,  where  such  discount  is  to  be  amortized  out  of 
earnings. 

[January  24,  1018.] 

Application  by  Hampton  Waterworks  Company  for  author- 
ity to  issue  bonds ;  order  made  authorizing  the  issuance  of  fifteen 
bonds  of  the  par  value  of  $1,000  each,  to  be  sold  at  not  less  than 
90  per  cent  of  their  par  value,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  only  in 
paying  indebtedness  incurred  in  making  plant  extensions  and 
additions  since  April  1^  1917,  and  prior  to  January  1,  1918. 

Gunnison,  Commissioner :  The  original  petition  in  this  case, 
asking  for  authority  to  issue  $37,000  face  value  of  its  first-mort- 
gage bonds  to  pay  for  extensions,  additions,  and  improvements 
made  and  to  be  made  to  its  property,  was  filed  December  6,  1916. 
At  that  time  it  had  also  pending  with  this  Commission  a  request 
for  increase  of  rates.  Both  petitions  required  a  valuation  of 
the  property.  Before  the  valuation,  which  necessarily  required 
considerable  time,  could  be  completed,  the  company,  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  care  of  its  existing  needs,  asked  the  Commis- 
sion to  allow  it  to  issue  a  portion  of  the  $37,000  of  bonds  called 
for  by  its  original  petition,  leaving  the  balance  for  final  deter- 
mination after  the  valuation  had  been  completed.  Accordingly, 
the  Commission,  being  satisfied  from  a  preliminary  investigation 
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that  the  company  was  entitled  to  issue  at  least  $12,000  in  bonds^ 
made  an  order  to  that  effect  (6  N.  H.  P.  S.  C.  99). 

Subsequently  in  the  rate  case  the  total  valuation  of  the  peti- 
tioner's property  as  of  April  1, 1917,  was  found  to  be  $202,426.01 
(6  N.  H.  P.  S.  a  178). 

On  January  14,  1018,  the  petitioner  filed  as  a  substitute  for 
its  original  petition  a  request  to  be  allowed  to  issue  fifteen  bonds 
in  addition  to  the  twelve  authorized  by  our  previous  order  of  the 
par  value  of  $1,000  each,  bearing  interest  at  6  per  cent,  to  be 
sold  at  not  less  than  90.  It  will  be  remembered  that  the  original 
petition  called  for  thirty-seven  bonds,  and  the  amount  now  called 
for  is  only  twenty-seven  including  the  twelve  already  author- 
ized, so  that  the  petition  ^s  it  finally  stands  calls  for  an  issue 
of  $27,000,  instead  of  $37,000,  face  value  of  bonds.  At  the 
final  hearing,  the  petitioner  claimed  that  it  had  expended  in 
making  additions,  extensions,  and  improvements  to  its  plant 
since  April  1,  1917,  the  date  of  the  valuation,  the  sum  of 
$21,521.64,  and  we  find  this  claim  to  be  true. 

The  present  capitalization  of  the  company  is  as  follows: 

Common  stock $50,000 

Preferred  atock   65.000 

Bonds    113,000 

Total  capitalization  $21S,000 

The  par  value  of  the  outstanding  bonds  is  $1,000  each,  but 
they  were  sold  under  authority  of  this  Commission  at  90  per  cent 
of  par.  Under  our  rules  of  accounting,  the  bond  discount  must 
be  amortized  during  the  life  of  the  bonds,  and  will  eventually 
be  turned  back  into  the  plant  investment  out  of  earnings  from 
the  property.  So  that  while  the  total  capitr.lization  of  $218,000 
exceeded  the  plant  value  of  $202,426.01  on  April  1,  1917,  by 
$15,573.99,  more  than  $10,000  of  this  difference  is  represented 
by  the  discount  referred  to,  which  must  eventually  get  into  the 
plant  investment.  It  follows  that  while  the  company  had  out- 
standing on  April  1,  1917,  securities  in  excess  of  the  value  of 
its  physical  property,  yet  that  excess  represented  by  bond  dis- 
count should  not  count  against  it  in  the  issuance  of  new  securities 
for  subsequent  additions  and  extensions,  because  the  bonds  were 
properly  and  legally  issued  at  90,  and  stand  as  a  legitimate  part 
of  the  company's  capitalization. 
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We  find,  also,  that  the  company  had  on  January  1,  1918,  cur- 
rent assets,  viz.j  cash,  materials,  and  supplies,  and  accounts  re- 
ceivable, to  the  amount  of  $8,500.93,  which  it  has  a  right  to 
capitalize  as  working  capital. 

The  company  has  created  a  depreciation  reserve  of  $2,054.34, 
which  is  ample  to  take  care  of  the  depreciation  of  the  property 
since  April  1,  1917,  valued  at  that  time,  as  stated  above,  at 
$202,426.01.  The  valuation  of  the  plant  as  of  January  1,  1918, 
then  would  be  as  follows :  - 

Plant  value  April  1,  1917  $202,426.01 

Additions,  extensions,  and  improvements  since  April  1,  1917  . . .       21,521.64 

$223,947.65 
Less  depredation 2,054.34 


^ 


Total  plant  value  $221,893.31 

Taking  into  consideration  the  working  capital  item  of  $8,500.93, 
which  is  properly  capitalizable,  and  the  bond  discount  item 
referred  to  above,  we  find  no  impropriety  in  allowing  the  com- 
pany to  issue  fifteen  of  its  $1,000  5  per  cent  bonds,  to  be  sold  at 
not  less  than  90,  to  raise  money  for  the  purpose  of  paying  for 
indebtedness  incurred  by  it  in  making  the  additions,  extensions, 
and  improvements  to  its  plant  between  April  1,  1917,  and  Jan- 
uary 1,  1918,  amounting  to  $21,521.64,  but  on  the  contrary  we 
find  that  it  is  for  the  public  good  that  this  petition  be  granted, 
and  an  order  will  issue  accordingly. 
Niles  and  Worthen,  Commissioners,  concurred. 


NEW  JERSEY  BOARD  OF  PUBIjIO  tTTIIiITT  OOMMIBSIONiaUS. 

BOARD  OF  EDUCATION  DP  TOWN  OP  MORRISTOWN 

V. 

PROPRIETORS  OP  THE  MORRIS  AQUEDUCT. 

Payment  *  Contracts  «  Unauthorize4  <ict.  of  president  of  boand  of 
edtication  —  Effect, 

A  board  of  edueatun  is  not  bound  by  the  unauthoriKed  act  of 
ite  president  in  agreeing  to  become  reeponaible  for  the  prompt  payment 
of  all  bills  for  water  used  by  a  contractor  in  building  a  school,  so  as 
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to  juatify  the  company  in  denying  seryioe  to  the  board  for  refusal  to 
pay  for  such  service  upon  the  default  of  the  contractor, 

[February  20,  1018.] 

Complaint  against  water  company  for  declining  to  furnish 
service  because  of  nonpayment  of  bill;  finding  that  action  of 
company  was  unjustified,  but  no  order  entered. 

Appearances:  C  F.  Wilson  for  Board  of  Education  of  Mor- 
ristown;  F.  V.  Pitney  for  Proprietors  of  the  Morris  Aqueduct. 

0 

By  the  Commission :  Complaint  was  made  to  the  Board  bv 
the  Board  of  Education  of  the  Town  of  Morristown,  that  the 
proprietors  of  the  Morris  Aqueduct,  a  water  company  supply- 
ing water  for  public  use,  furnished  water  to  a  oontraetor  who 
was  building  a  new  public  school  building  in  the  town  of  Morris- 
town;  that  the  contractor  became  ^ancially  embarrassed  and 
discontinued  the  work,  owing  a  bill  to  the  water  company;  that 
the  water  company  turned  off  the  water  at  the  building  and  de- 
clined to  furnish  water  to  a  new  contractor,  with  whom  the  board 
of  education  contracted  for  the  completion  of  the  building,  unless 
the  said  board  of  education  should  pay  the  debt  of  the  former 
contractor.  It  was  claimed  that  the  board  of  education  should 
not  bo  expected  to  pay  the  debt  owing  the  water  company  by 
someone  else. 

♦  In  reply  to  this,  the  respondent  submitted  a  copy  of  an  applica- 
tion requesting  the  company  to  tap  its  water  main 

in  Atno  avenue  and  lay  a  3-inch  service  pipe  to  inside  cellar 
wall  to  supply  a  high  school  building  at  comer  Atno  avenue  and 
Early  street  on  land  owned  by  the  undersigned.  .  •  .  The 
undersigned  hereby  agrees  to  become  responsible  for  the  prompt 
payment  of  all  water  used  for  building  purposes. 

Board  of  Education  of  the  Town  of  Morristown 

in  the  County  of  Morris, 
by  Joseph  Hinchman, 

President 

The  foregoing  is  copied  from  the  application. 

The  respondent  claims  that  the  board  of  education,  through 
the  signing  of  this  request  by  its  president,  became  the  applicant 
for  the  service  furnished  for  the  use  of  the  contractor  in  building 
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the  school;  that  the  board  of  education  was  the  only  party  to 
whom  the  company  looked  for  payment  for  water  supplied ;  that 
if  it  ^liad  suspected  that  the  board  of  education  would  repudiate 
its  guaranty,  we  would  not  have  furnished  water  for  the  construc- 
tion of  the  building  without  a  deposit  or  other  security.  We  have 
no  desire  to  embarrass  the  board  of  education  in  any  way,  but 
assume  that  your  board  expects  us  to  enforce  payment  of  this  bill 
in  the  same  way  as  against  an  individual/' 

It  appears  that  the  respondent  has  made  a  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment  with  the  contractors,  later  employed  to  build  the  school, 
that  water  will  be  supplied  so  long  as  it  is  required  by  the  con- 
tractors for  this  purpose,  but  that  when  water  is  desired  by 
the  board  of  education  for  use  in  the  school,  the  company,  in  the 
absence  of  a  ruling  by  this  Board,  would  refuse  to  supply  the 
same. 

The  Board  has  approved  the  adoption  by  water  companies  of  a 
rule  which  provides  that  '4f  a  bill  remains  unpaid  for  a  period 
of  over  fifteen  days  after  mailing  or  presentation,  notice  will  be 
served  or  mailed  that  unless  the  bill  is  paid  within  seven  days 
from  the  date  of  such  notice,  the  water  supply  will  be  discon- 
tinued. When  the  water  is  turned  off  under  such  conditions,  it 
will  remain  off  until  the  amount  owing  is  paid  in  full  or  until 
satisfactory  arrangements  for  payment  have  been  made." 

Unjust  and  unreasonable  discriminations  against  the  customers 
of  a  public  utility  are  prohibited  by  law,  and  the  company  claims 
it  cannot  supply  service  to  the  board  of  education,  with  the  bill 
unpaid,  and  enforce  the  rule  quoted  above  upon  other  customers 
without  undue  discrimination. 

It  is  claimed  by  the  board  of  education  that  it  did  not 
authorize  its  president  to  apply  to  the  company  for  water  for 
use  in  building  the  school,  or  to  agree  to  become  responsible  for 
the  payment  of  the  water  used  for  building  pijirposes. 

Upon  the  issue  joined,  hearing  was  called  by  the  Board  of 
which  the  board  of  education  and  the  proprietors  of  the  Morris 
Aquediict  were  given  notice.  Testimony,  including  that  of  Mr. 
Hinchman,  was  submitted  at  the  hearing  in  support  of  the  state^ 
ment  that  the  board  of  education  did  not  authorize  an  application 
to  the  water  company  to  supply  water  to  the  contractors,  and 
did  not  give  Mr.  Hinchman  authority  to  bind  the  said  board  to 
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become  responsible  for  payment  for  water  used  for  building 
purposes.  That  no  such  authority  was  given  appears  to  be  borne 
out  by  the  testimony. 

It  is  further  claimed  by  Mr.  Hinchman  that  there  was  a  verbal 
understanding  with  the  representative  of  the  water  company  that 
no  liability  would  be  incurred  by  signing  the  application;  that 
the  application  was  filled  out  when  submitted  to  him  for  Lis 
signature ;  that  he  did  not  read  the  application,  but  relied  on  the 
assurance  given  that  he  was  not  obligating  the  board  of  educa- 
tion. .  He  claims  furthermore  that  the  bill  is  excessive  in  amount 

The  water  company,  on  the  other  hand,  denies  that  there  was 
an  understanding  that  the  board  of  education  should  not  be 
responsible  for  payment  for  the  water  used,  and  claims  that  the 
amount  of  the  bill  is  correct. 

From  the  testimony  adduced  at  the  hearing  the  Board  is  of 
the  opinion  that  whatever  impression  may  have  been  made  upon 
the  mind  of  the  representative  of  the  water  company  as  to  the 
responsibility  incurred  by  the  board  of  education  through  the 
signing  of  the  application  by  Mr.  Hinchman  as  presid^it,  and 
whatever  may  be  the  facts  as  to  the  extent  of  the  obligation  which 
Mr.  Hinchman  may  have  incurred  as  the  result  of  signing  the 
application,  the  application  so  signed  cannot  be  regarded  as  bind- 
ing the  board  of  education.  The  bill  unpaid,  therefore,  cannot 
be  regarded  as  a  bill  owing  by  the  board  of  education,  and  the 
company  would  not  be  warranted  in  refusing  to  supply  water  to 
the  schoolhouse  when  application  for  such  supply  is  made  to  the 
company  by  the  board  of  education. 

The  question  of  the  obligation,  if  any,  resting  upon  Mr.  Hinch- 
man to  pay  for  water  supplied  to  the  contractors  for  which  pay- 
ment has  not  as  yet  been  made,  if  an  amicable  understanding 
cannot.be  reached  between  Mr.  Hinchman  and  the  water  com- 
pany, would  have  jp  be  settled  in  a  court  of  competent  jurisdic- 
tion. The  Board  is  not  the  tribunal  to  determine  the  merits  and 
direct  the  settlement  of  such  a  controversy.  It  is  understood  that 
the  respondent  is  willing  to  accept  the  finding  of  the  Board  as 
to  its  responsibility  with  respect  to  supplying  water  on  the  ap- 
plication of  the  board  of  education.  Therefore,  no  order  in  the 
matter  will  be  entered* 

Dated  February  20,  1818. 
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Board  of  Public  Utility  Cooraissioners,  by  Ralph  W.  E. 
Donges,  President;  John  W.  Slocum,  Alfred  S.  March^  Com- 
missioners. 

Note. — ^Payment 

/.  In  general,  177, 
II.  Jurisdiction  of  Commission,  177 » 
III.  Payment  in  advance,  178. 
IV.  Discount  for  prompt  pa^fment,  17S. 
V.  Added  penalty  for  failure  to  pay,  179. 
VI.  IHscontinuanee  of  service  for  failure  to  pay,  17 0^ 

I.  In  general. 

In  Ee  Lake  Pepin  Teleph.  Co.  Aug.  8,  1917,  it  appearing  that  a 
telephone  coifipany  had  experienced  oonsiderable  difficulty  in  col- 
lecting toll  charges  from  some  of  the  subscribers  of  connecting  com- 
panies, the  Wisconsin  Commission  recommended  that  the  applicants 
adopt  a  rule  providing  that  all  toll  charges  remaining  unpaid  at  tlie 
time  of  the  regular  billing  for  switching  service  should  be  added 
to  the  regular  bill,  and  that  the  companies  so  billed  should  remit 
for  the  total  amount  of  all  switching  enlarges  and  unpaid  bills. 

In  Re  Cumberland,  U-1067,  Aug.  13,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission authorized  a  rule  to  be  put  into  effect  by  a  water  utility 
that  failure  to  receive  a  bill  would  not  be  held  as  an  excuse  for 
nonpayment;  and  that  claims  or  complaints  must  be  made  within 
five  davs  from  the  date  of  the  bill. 

In  Dale  v.  Westem  U.  Teleg.  Co.  (1917)  100  Misc.  718,  166  N. 
Y.  Supp.  740,  it  was  held  that  the  telegraph  company  was  liable 
for  the  injuries  resulting  from  the  failure  of  the  telegraph  company 
to  forward  a  telegram,  because  the  plaintiff  did  not  tender  the  cor- 
rect change,  but  tendered  a  $5  bill,  and  the  operator  refused  to  make 
the  change.  Bijur,  J.,  said:  '^I  am  of  opinion  that  a  public  service 
corporation  must  be  prepared  to  furnish  change  to  a  reasonable 
amount;  such  reasonableness  with  reference  to  amount^  time,  and 
place  to  be  judicially  determined.'' 

A  combination  electric  and  gas  utility  has  no  right  to  apply  a 
consumer's  deposit  under  an  electric  light  contract  to  his  subse- 
quent indebtedness  ff)r  gas,  without  his  cousent.  Annapolis  Public 
UtiUties  Co.  v.  MartLu  (1917)  —  Md.  — ,  102  Atl.  465. 

II.  Jurisdiction  of  Commission. 

In  holding  that  an  injunction  may  issue  against  a  water  trtility 

to  restrain  it  from  shutting  off'  a  consumei-^s  supply  for  failure  to 

pay  a  disputed  bill,  over  the  contention  that  the  matter  was  within 
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the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  the 
Maryland  supreme  court  in  Carter  v.  Suburban  Water  Co.  (1917) 
—  Md.  — ,  L.R.A.1918A,  764,  101  Atl.  771,  said:  '^e  do  not 
find  that  the  Public  Service  Commission  is  invested  with  the  power 
to  hear  and  determine  the  controversy  between  the  parties  as  to  the 
correctness  of  the  bills  rendered,  or  to  determine  what  amount  the 
plaintiff  owes.  But  if  that  power  be  conceded,  the  court  of  equit\' 
would  not  for  that  reason  be  deprived  of  its  original  jurisdiction 
to  grant  the  injunction.  It  has  been  long  since  settled  that,  where 
a  court  of  equity  has  original  jurisdiction,  and  a  statute  confers 
upon  the  common-law  courts  a  similar  power,  the  jurisdiction  of 
equity  is  not  thereby  ousted.  Barnes  v.  Crain  (1849)  8  Gill,  398; 
Shryock  v.  Morris  (1891)  75  Md.  72,  23  Atl.  68." 

HI,  Payment  in  advance. 

The  practice  of  telephone  utilities  in  requiring  rentals  to  be  paid 
in  advance  is  justified  on  the  theory  that  the  enforcement  of  such 
a  provision  materially  lessens  the  cost  of  collection  and  largely  elimi- 
nates the  loss  due  to  uncoUectable  accounts.  Be  Gas  Belt  Teleph. 
Co.  (S.  D.)  No.  2539,  Nov.  14, 1917. 

In  Walker  v.  Hermosa  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  No.  2925,  Feb.  27, 
1918,  a  telephone  company  was  held  entitled  to  require  new  sub- 
scribers to  pay  one  full  year's  rental  in  advance  at  the  time  the  serv- 
ice is  contracted  for. 

In  Walker  v.  Harrah  Teleph.  Co.  Cause  No.  3026,  Order  No. 
1315,  Aug.  10,  1917,  the  Oklahoma  Commission  ordered  that  pay- 
ments for  telephone  service  be  made  in  cash  in  advance  on  or  before 
the  10th  of  each  calendar  month,  provided  that  payment  for  rural 
line  telephones  may  be  made  quarterly  in  advance  at  the  option  of 
the  subscriber,  and  that  a  failure  to  make  payments  for  service  on 
or  before  the  15th  day  of  the  calendar  month,  be  sufficient  ground 
for  the  discontinuance  of  service. 

Upon  finding  $2  to  be  a  proper  monthly  rental  for  rural  tele- 
phone service,  the  South  Dakota  Commission  authorized  the  com- 
pany to  name  a  rate  of  $2.15  per  month,  payable  quarterly  in 
advance,  with  a  discount  of  15  cents  per  month  if  the  quarterly 
rentals  were  paid  during  the  first  month  of  the  quarter.  Be  Gas 
Belt  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2539,  Nov.  14,  1917. 

iV.  Dieeaunt  far  prompi  payment. 

The  practice  of  quoting  a  rate  from  which  a  discount  shall  be 

made  in  favor  of  patrons  for  prompt  pajrment  is  reasonable.    Ec 

Hamlin  &  D.  County  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Docket  No.  F-336,  June 

23,  1917. 
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F.  Added  penaHy  for  failure  to  pay. 

In  Re  Golden  Farmers'  Teleph.  Co.  No.  6852,  Kov.  6,  1917,  the 
Illinois  Commission  held  that  a  proposed  additional  charge  of  10 
cents  per  month  for  a  collector's  fee  on  all  telephone  rentals,  delin- 
quent after  the  10th  day  of  the  current  month  in  which  the  bill  is 
rendered,  was  unreasonable,  for  the  reason  that  it  would  operate  as 
a  penalty,  and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  would  neither  re- 
duce to  any  material  extent  the  cost  of  making  collections  nor  be 
entirely  fair  to  the  subscribers. 

In  Be  Deerfield  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Jan.  2S,  1918,  the  company 
was  authorized  to  put  the  following  rules  into  effect:  *'A11  local 
subscribers  will  be  billed  monthly  at  a  gross  rate  of  25  cents  in 
excess  of  the  net  rate.  If  the  bill  is  paid  before  the  15th  of  the 
month  in  which  service  is  given,  the  25  cents  will  be  remitted  to 
the  subscriber." 

F/.  IHscofUinuance  of  service  for  failure  to  pay. 

In  Re  Cumberland,  11-1067,  Aug.  13,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission authorized  a  water  utility  to  put  into  effect  a  rule  that  it 
might  discontinue  service  if  the  consumer  has  failed  to  pay  his  bill 
by  12  o'clock  noon  on  the  last  day  of  the  month  following  the  quar- 
ter for  which  his  bill  was  rendered. 

In  Be  Wisconsin  Gas  &  E.  Co.  Oct.  9,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Cora- 
mission  held  that  a  provision  for  the  discontinuance  of  heating  serv- 
ice upon  the  failure  of  patrons  to  pay  bills  within  ten  days  after 
being  rendered  was  unreasonable,  and  required  that  the  consumer 
who  is  delinquent  at  the  close  of  the  ten-day  period  should  be  given 
notice  in  writing  that  his  service  would  be  discontinued  unless  the 
bill  were  paid  within  five  days,  and  action  deferred  accordingly. 

The  burden  of  proof  to  show  that  he  was  not  indebted  to  a  utility 
for  service  at  the  time  it  was  cut  off  is  on  a  consumer,  where  this 
issue  is  raised  in  a  case  in  which  he  seeks  to  recover  damages  for 
the  disconnection.  Annapolis  Public  Utilities  Co.  t«  Martin  {191 7) 
—  Md.  — ,  102  Atl.  465. 

A  utility  in  discontinuing  service  must  return  all  deposits  that 
may  have  been  made  by  consumers  to  guarantee  payment  of  bills. 
Palestine  v.  Oblong  Gas  Co,  (111.)  No.  7201,  Dec.  18,  1917. 

Upon  a  complaint  against  the  discontinuance  of  electric  service 
and  refusal  of  the  utility  to  restore  service  except  upon  payment  of 
$25,  for  the  reason  that  the  wires  on  the  complainant's  premises 
had  been  tampered  with  in  such  a  way  that  the  meter  did  not  regis- 
ter, and  that  the  meter  had  not  registered  at  all  for  three  months 
prior  to  the  discontinuance  of  service,  the  New  York  Commission, 
First  District,  suggested  that  the  complainant  make  application  for 
service  in  accordance  with  §  62  of  the  Transportation  Corporations 
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Law,  and  tender  an  amount  for  past  service  computed  upon  the 

consumption  for  the  corresponding  period  during  the  previous  year 
less  the  amount  of  the  minimum  monthly  payments  made  under 
the  utility's  rules,  and  recommended  that  the  utility  accept  such  an 
offer,  if  made.  Huhn  v.  Richmond  Light  &  K.  Co.  Case  No.  2250, 
Oct.  29.  1917. 
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AMBLEB  HIGHLANDS  IMPROVEMENT  ASSOCIATION 

V. 

UPPER  DUBLIN  WATER  COMPANY. 

[Ck>mplaint  Docket  Ko.  1715.] 

Rates  ~  Schedules  —  Notice  of  change  ~  Sufficiency, 

The  posting  of  a  tariff  of  rates  at  an  unused  entrance  of  the 
building  in  which  the  offices  of  the  utility  are,  and  in  the  office  of 
the  superintendent  at  the  farm  of  the  owner  of  the  utility,  with  nothing 
to  show  that  it  is  a  new  schedule,  is  not  a  sufficient  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Pennsylvania  statute,  that  the  tariff  shall  be 
posted  and  published  in  the  office  or  station  of  the  public  service  com- 
pany in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  and  conveniently  in- 
spected, and  that  notice  of  any  change  in  the  tariff  must  be  posted  and 
published  in  the  same  manner  as  notice  of  the  original  tariff,  and  that 
such  notice  must  plainly  state  the  exact  changes  to  be  made. 

[January  22,  1918.] 

Complaint  against  excessive  increase  in  water  rates;  com- 
jjlaint  sustained  upon  the  ground  that  the  notice  of  the  change 
had  not  been  given  as  required  by  statute. 

Alconiy  Commissioner:  The  Ambler  Highlands  Improve- 
ment Association  is  composed  of  owners  and  tenants  of  prop- 
erty in  Ambler  Highlands,  Upper  Dublin  township,  Montgomery 
county. 

The  Upper  Dublin  Water  Company  was  incorporated  in  1900 
for  the  purpose  of  supplying  water  to  Upper  Dublin  township 
and  vicinity. 

The  water  company  filed  a  new  tariff  effective  July  1,  1917, 
increasing  the  rates  for  service.  The  complaint  was  filed  Sep- 
tember 26,  191^,  and  refers  to  the  excessive  increase  in  the  rates. 
At  the  hearing  the  complaint  was  amended  so  as  to  raise  the 
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question  whether  the  notice  of  the  inereased  rates  was  given  in 
conformity  with  the  Act  of  July  26,  1913.  The  respondent 
agreed  to  proceed  under  the  complaint  as  amended. 

The  preliminary  question,  therefore,  is  whether  the  increased 
rates  were  properly  posted  and  published  so  as  to  become  effec- 
tive July  1,  1917.  If  the  respondent  did  not  comply  with  the 
act  of  assembly  in  posting  and  publishing,  then  the  increased 
tariff  did  not  become  effective. 

The  Upper  Dublin  Water  Company  was  organized  by  Ddctor 
R.  V.  Mattison  to  supply  water  to  houses  constructed  by  him.  It 
has  a  capital  stock  of  $5,000,  pai:  value  $10,  owned  by  Dr.  Matti- 
son and  his  two  sons.  Its  office  is  at  Ambler,  in  a  large  office 
building  occupied  by  the  Keasbey  &  Mattison  Company.  It  is 
in  the  same  room  used  by  the  secretary  for  the  conduct  of  the 
business  of  that  company,  and  the  water  bills  are  paid  there  to 
a  clerk  of  the  K^sbey  &  Mattison  Company.  There  are  two 
entrances  to  the  building,  one  on  Butler  avenue  and  the  other  on 
Maple  street.  The  main  entrance  is  on  Butler  avenue.  The 
Butler  avenue  entrance  is  the  one  used  by  the  consumers  in  pay- 
ing their  bills.  The  notice  as  posted  by  the  secretary  was  placed 
in  the  hallway  inside  the  entrance  on  Maple  street.  The  notice 
as  thus  posted  consisted  of  two  sheets.    The  first  was  as  follows : 

Supplement  No.  8 

to 
P.  S.  C.  Pa.  No.  1 
Thb  Uppbb  Dublin  Wateb  Company 


SaTBS,  ElTLES,  AND  BeOULATIONB 

goveknino  thb 

Distribution  of 

Wateb 

in 

Township  op  Uppbb  Dublin. 


(Seal  of  the  Upper 
Dublin  Water  Co.) 

Issued  May  17, 1917,  by  Dr.  R.  V.  Mattison,  Pres., 

effective  7-1-17. 
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and  the  aeoond,  which  was  placed  under  the  first,  is  as  foUowB: 

(Second  sheet) 
Metered  Kates 

FOR 

Water 
TFor  Household  Consumption' 
The  minimum  charge  for  water  for  household  consumption 
shall  be  $12  per  annum,  paid  in  advance  at  the  beginning  of  each 
year,  and  such  payment  shall  entitle  the  consumer  making  such 
payment  to  annual  consumption  of  24,000  gallons.  All  water 
consumed  beyond  24,000  gallons  is  to  be  paid  for  at  the  rate  ot 
50  cents  per  1,000  gallons. 

The  charge  affects  household  meter  rates  only. 

According  to  the  superintendent,  a  similar  notice  was  posted 
by  him  in  the  superintendent's  office  on  Doctor  Mattis(m's  farm, 
outside  of  Ambler,  in  Upper  Dublin  township.  The  sheets,  he 
states,  were  posted  separately,  and  not  one  under  the  other  as  at 
the  Ambler  office. 

No  other  notice  of  the  increased  rates  was  given.  Several 
witnesses,  consumers  of  water  from  the  respondent,  testified  that 
they  did  not  learn  of  the  increase  until  they  received  their  bills 
about  July  1,  1917.  Even  this  bill  did  not  specifically  indicate 
any  increase,  but  merely  a  statement  of  the  tariff  effective  Julj 
1,  1917. 

The  Act  of  1913  requires  the  tariff  to  be  posted  and  published 
in  the  office  or  station  of  the  public  service  company  "open  to  the 
public,  where  payments  are  made  by  shippers,  consumers,  users, 
or  patrons,  in  such  manner,  form,  and  place  in  such  office  or 
station  as  to  be  readily  accessible,  and  so  that  the  said  tariff? 
and  schedules  may  be  conveniently  inspected  by  the  public,  and 
siinilarly  in  such  other  places  as  the  Commission  may  require.'* 

When  a  change  is  made  in  the  tariff,  notice  of  the  change  must 
be  posted  and  published  in  the  same  manner  as  notice  of  the 
original  tariff,  but  in  addition  it  must  "plainly  state  the  exact 
changes  proposed  to  be  made  in  the  tariffs  or  schedules  then  in 
force,  and  whether  an  increase  or  decrease,  and  the  time  the  pro- 
posed changes  will  go  into  effect :  and  all  such  changes  Aall  be 
shown  by  filing,  posting,  and'  publishing  new  tariffs  or  schedules, 
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or  shall  be  plainly  indicated  upon  the  tarifFs  or  schedules  in  force 
at  the  time,  and  kept  open  to  the  public  inspection.'' 

On  the  notices  as  given  by  the  respondent^  posted  in  the  ofBce 
at  Ambler,  and  that  at  the  office  on  the  farm  of  Doctor  Mattison, 
there  is  no  statement  that  the  new  tariff  is  an  increase  in  the 
rates.  In  fact  the  new  rates  could  not  be  learned  by  the  notice 
as  posted  in  the  office  at  Ambler,  where  the  bills  are  paid^  without 
lifting  up  the  first  sheet,  and  there  is  nothing  at  all  to  indicate 
that  these  rates  are  any  different  from  those  previously  in  force. 
The  act  of  assembly  was  intended  to  prevent  an  increase  in  rates 
without  notice  to  patrons  and  consumers.  It  was  supposed  that 
posting  of  a  new  rate  in  the  offices  and  stations  of  the  service 
company  showing  what  changes  were  being  made  would  be  suffi- 
cient. Of  course  it  is  the  duty  of  the  consumer  or  patron  to  take 
notice  and  to  be  sufficiently  observing^  but  no  matter  how  careful 
•the  consumers  were  in  this  case  the  notice  as  posted  would  not 
give  them  any  information  as  to  whether  it  was  an  increase  or 
decrease  in  the  rates. 

The  complainants  were  not  aware  of  the  increase  until  they 
received  the  bills  about  or  after  July  1,  1917,  and  then  only  by 
a  comparison  of  the  new  and  old  bills. 

The  old  rate  of  the  water  company  was  a  minimum  of  $14 
per  annum,  with  the  right  to  consume  48,000  gallons,  and  25 
cents  a  thousand  gallons  for  any  consumption  in  excess  of  the 
minimum.  The  new  rate  fixed  a  minimum  of  $12  per  annum, 
but  with  a  right  to  consume  only  24,000  gallons,  and  at  a 
rate  of  50  cents  per  thousand  gallons  for  the  excess. 

As  the  notices  given  by  the  respondent  did  not  indicate  that 
the  new  rate  was  an  increase  over  the  old,  and  did  not  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  of  July  26,  1916,  we  are  of 
the  opinion  that  the  new  rates  cannot  be  enforced. 

The  complaint  as  to  the  posting  of  the  notice  is  sustained. 

Note.— A  consumer  is  presumed  to  have  knowledge  of  a  special 
rate  established  by  a  utility,  where  the  latter  has  given  due  pub- 
licity to  it  Standard  Door  &  Sash  Co.  v.  Southern  California  Edi- 
son Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4238,  Case  No.  1046,  April  9,  1917. 

In  Re  Publishing  Notice  to  Change  Rates,  General  Order  No.  26, 
Jan.  29,  1917,  the  Illinois  Commission  by  gentyral  order  prescribed 
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the  fonn  and  manner  of  publishing  notice  of  an  application  to  change 
rates^  applicable  to  all  public  utilities  except  ateun  and  interorban 
railways. 


SOUTH  DAKOTA  SUPREME  COURT. 

CAHILL  &  REDMAN  et  al. 

V. 

GREAT  NORTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

{—  S.  D.  — ,  166  N.  W.  306.) 

Service  —  Railroads  ~  Stock  scalea, 

1.  A  carrier  cannot  be  required  to  inBtall  stockyard  scales  merely 
for  the  convenience  of  dealers  in  buying  live  stock. 

Service  ~  Stochyard  scales  ~  When  reasonable  facility. 

2.  Stockyard  scales  at  the  point  of  shipment,  by  means  of  which 
the  shipper  may  ascertain  the  minimum  loading  of  cars,  as  well  as  ex- 
cess loading,  constitute  a  reasonable  facility  of  the  carrier's  business. 

Appeal  and  review  —  Administrative  order  ^  Reasonahleneee, 

3.  An  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  a  4-ton  stockyard  scale  to 
be  installed  at  a  point  of  shipment,  from  which  fifty-six  carloads  of 
stock  had  been  shipped  in  three  years,  was  held  not  to  have  been  based 
upon  an  erroneous  or  mistaken  theory  of  the  law,  or  to  have  been  so 
imreasonable  or  arbitrary  as  to  warrant  reversal  by  the  coark 

[February  5,  1918.] 

Appbal  from  a  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court,  Minnehaha 
County,  Joseph  W.  Jones,  Judge,  reversing  an  order  of  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners  requiring  the  installation  of  a  stock- 
yard scale;  judgment  of  the  trial  court  reversed,  and  Commis- 
sion order  affirmed. 

Appearances:  Oliver  E.  Sweet,  Assistant  Attorney  G^eneral 
for  the  State ;  Aikens  &  Judge,  of  Sioux  Falls,  for  respondent 

Smith,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
The  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  made  an  order,  *^that 
the  Great  Northern  Railway  Company  construct  and  put  in 
operation  at  its  stockyards  at  its  station  at  Albee,  in  Grant 
county,  in  this  state,  not  later  than  April  15,  1916,  a  '4-ton 
Fairbanks-Morse  stockyards  scale,  in  such  manner  as  to  permit 
of  the  weighing  of  local  stock  loaded  iuto  and  unloaded  from  cars 
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at  that  station,  as  well  as  the  weighing  of  stock  received  into  the 
stockyards  at  Albee." 

The  Great  Northern  Bailroad  appealed  from  this  order  to  the 
eircnit  court  of  Minnehaha  county,  and  that  court,  upon  review 
of  the  evidence  and  proceedings  before  the  Board  of  Eailroad 
Commissioners,  found  as  matter  of  fact  that  a  scale  at  the  stock- 
yards  at  Albee  was  not  a  facility  necessary  for  the  convenience 
and  accommodation  of  the  public;  that  shipments  of  local  stock 
from  said  station  are  made  and  freight  charges  thereon  computed 
upon  a  basis  not  requiring  the  use  of  stockyard  scales  at  said 
station;  that  live  stock  so  shipped  and  loaded  into  cars  is  subject 
to  tariff  minimum  weights,  and  is  weighed  upon  track  scales  at 
the  terminal  market,  and  that  the  weight  so  ascertained  is  the 
basis  upon  which  freight  charges  are  computed;  that  stockyard 
scales  at  the  town  of  Albee  is  not  an  instrumentality  of  shipment 
or  carriage,  and  is  not  included  in  ^transportation,"  and  is  not 
a  facility  for  receiving,  forwarding,  or  delivering  property  by 
the  common  carrier  to  and  from  its  lines,  or  other  lines  and 
places  connected  herewith ;  that  such  scales  would  be  useful  and 
would  be  used  only  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  the  c(msumma- 
tion  of  business  transactions  between  buyers  and  sellers  of  local 
stock,  and  would  not  be  used  at  the  station  of  Albee  as  the  basis 
of  weight  for  ascertaining  oor  computing  freight  charges  for 
transportation,  or  for  any  purpose  connected  with  the  transpor- 
tation of  such  property  by  the  defendant;  that  carload  lots  of 
stock  are  always  shipped  subject  to  tariff  minimum  carload  rates, 
and  that  weighing  at  a  terminal  or  other  points  en  route  is  for 
the  purpose  only  of  ascertaining  the  excess  of  the  load  over  mini- 
mum weight,  upon  which  excess  freight  charges  are  computed  to 
be  added  to  the  minimum  carload  rate. 

The  following  facts,  although  not  included  in  the  express  find- 
ings of  the  Board  of  Eailroad  Commissioners,  or  in  the  findings 
of  the  trial  court,  are  shown  by  undisputed  evidence  in  the  rec- 
ord, viz.:  From  May,  1912,  to  April,  1915,  inclusive,  only 
fifty-six  carloads  of  stock  were  shipped  from  the  town  of  Albee 
to  terminal  points  outside  of  the  state,  and  during  the  same 
period  not  a  single  carload  shipment  was  made  to  any  point  in 
South  Dakota;  also  that  in  the  same  period  only  two  shipments 
of  single  animals  were  made  to  a  point  in  South  Dakota. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


186  SOUTH  DAKOTA  SUPREME  COURT. 

As  a  conclusion  of  law  the  court  found  that  the  enforcement 
of  the  order  would  not  be  justified  by  public  necessities  which 
defendant  could  lawfully  be  compelled  to  meet,  and  would  con- 
stitute  an  arbitrary  and  unreasonable  taking  of  defendant's  prop- 
erty. Thereupon  judgment  was  entered  reversing  the  order  of 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  and  the  matter  ia  before 
us  upon  appeal  from  the  findings,  conclusion,  and  judgment  of 
the  circuit  court. 

[1]  Appellant  relies  upon  two  propositions:  First,  that  local 
buyers  and  sellers  of  live  stock  have  the  right  to  demand  the  in- 
stallation of  stockyard  scales  for  their  own  convenience  in  buy- 
ing live  stock ;  and,  second,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  carrier  to 
furnish  the  shipper  such  facilities  as  will  enable  him  to  avoid 
underloading  cars  where  the  rate  is  fixed  upon  minimum  loads, 
and  to  ascertain  the  cost  of  shipping  stock  in  a  car  in  excess  of 
the  minimum  carload  weight.  The  fallacy  of  the  first  proposi- 
tion is  so  clear  that  discussion  would  be  idle.  The  carrier  owes 
no  duty  to  the  local  buyer  or  seller  of  live  stock  until  the  stock 
is  tendered  at  the  stockyards  for  shipment  New  Mexico  Wool 
Growers'  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  20  N.  M.  33,  145 
Pac.  1077;  McDonald  v.  Pittsburgh,  0.  C.  &  St.  L.  R  Co. 
(Ind.)  P.U.R.1916E,  801. 

[2]  The  evidence  on  behalf  of  appellant  is .  substantially  as 
follows:  Hr.  Cahill,  one  of  the  complainants,  testified  that  his 
firm  were  the  only  buyers  of  live  stock  at  Albee;  that  the  stock- 
yards scales  were  required  for  their  convenience  and  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  patrons  of  the  railroad  company ;  that  when  they 
bought  stock,  and  weighed  it  on  different  scales,  the  sellers  were 
not  satisfied;  that  they  did  not  buy  in  carloads,  and  that  car- 
load weights  would  not  determine  the  amount  of  stock  bou^t 
from  any  individual ;  that  his  firm  bought  by  weight ;  that,  when 
buying  stock,  it  was  driven  into  the  stockyards,  and  each  animal 
was  taken  to  a  scale  belonging  to  a  coal  dealer,  about  200  feet 
from  the  stockyards,  where  it  was  weighed ;  that  the  freight  rates 
on  stock  shipments  were  determined  by  weighing  on  track  scales 
at  the  terminal  point,  which  is  the  uniform  practice;  that  his 
fii-m  ships  practically  all  their  stock  to  South  St  Paul ;  that  they 
had  made  no  shipment  of  stock  in  carload  lots  to  any  point  in 
South  Dakota;  that  the  only  way  they  can  arrive  at  values  of 
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stock  18  by  weighing  it, — ^that  is,  the  value  allowed  the  seller; 
that  sometimes  they  had  two  or  three  carloads  of  stock  in  the 
yards  at  one  time;  that  stock  cars  were  of  different  capacities, 
and  that  it  was  necessary  to  weigh  stock  when  loading  it,  in 
order  to  determine  the  minimum  load  for  each  car;  that  the 
main  thing  is  to  guard  against  overloading  and  underloading; 
that  tiiey  pay  more  attention  to  the  condition  of  the  cars  as  to 
OTennrowding  than  as  to  weight.  Mr.  Redman,  his  partner,  testi- 
fied that  it  would  be  more  convenient  for  his  firm  and  for  the 
men  they  buy  from  to  have  a  scale  on  account  of  weighing  the 
stuff;  that  it  would  also  be  handy  in  the  way  of  loading  cars, 
as  Mr.  Cahill  stated ;  that  two  or  three  times  parties  at  Water- 
town  would  have  bought  hogs,  but  they  were  unable  to  sell  them 
on  account  of  not  having  any  way  to  weigh  them.  Mr.  Street, 
a  witness  for  the  complainants,  testified  that  the  principal  reason 
why  there  should  be  scales  at  the  stockyards  at  Albee  is  in  buying 
cattle ;  that  he  was  a  stock  raiser  and  would  rather  sell  stock  to  a 
buyer  where  there  was  a  stockyards  scale ;  that  he  preferred  to 
sell  by  weight  rather  than  on  the  hoof;  that  the  scale  facilitates 
business  between  the  purchaser  and  the  seller ;  that  he  ships  his 
stock  to  South  St.  Paul.  Wellatz,  a  witness  on  behalf  of  com- 
plainants, testified  that  he  was  a  stock  raiser  said  sold  mostly  to 
Sedman  and  Cahill ;  that  they  ought  to  have  a  stockyards  scale 
at  Albee  because  they  had  so  much  bother  with  other  scales  when 
stock  was  weighed.  Mr.  Chambers,  station  agent  at  Albee,  testi- 
fied that  in  1912  eleven  carloads  of  stock  were  shipped  from 
Albee,  in  1913  four  earloads,  in  1914  nineteen  carloads,  in  1915 
from  January  to  April,  inclusive,  nine  carloads, — a  total  of  56 
carloads ;  that  no  carload  shipments  of  stock  during  that  time  had 
been  made  to  any  point  in  South  Dakota ;  that  a  couple  of  single 
animals  cairied  to  Bancroft  were  the  only  intra  shipments  made 
in  the  same  period. 

The  general  rule,  as  stated  in  10  0.  J.  59  (§  44),  is  that  "the 
legislature  of  a  state  has  the  power  to  require  carriers,  in  the 
carrying  on  of  their  business  as  such,  to  afford  every  reasonable 
facility  and  convenience  for  the  transaction  of  such  business  with 
the  patronizing  public,  and  this  power  may  be  delegated  to  a 
commission  by  the  legislature.  The  carrier  may,  in  addition  to 
the  facilities  and  aeccHnmodations  already  furnished,  be  required 
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to  render  a  particular  service  that  is  essentially  its  duty  to  do^ 
for  the  reasonable  convenience  of  its  patrons  amoi^  the  public 
and  to  meet  the  reasonable  requirements  of  the  public  service 
undertaken,  and  the  fact  that  such  service  would  be  unremu- 
nerative  and  burdensome  does  not  operate  to  prevent  the  state 
from  imposing  the  duty  to  perform  it,  if  the  burden  to  the  car- 
rier has  some  fair  relation  to  the  b^iefits  accruing  to  the  public^ 
and  the  burden  of  the  particular  service,  considered  with  refei^ 
enoe  to  the  entire  business  of  the  carrier,  does  not  in  fact  amount 
to  a  denial  to  the  carrier  of  a  reasonabk  compensation  for  the 
service  rendered  by  it  as  an  entirety.  •  •  .  The  duty  of  a 
carrier  of  live  stock  it  is  said  cannot  be  efficiently  dischai^ged 
"without  the  aid  of  pens  or  yards  in  whidi  the  live  stock  offered 
for  shipment  can  be  received  and  handled  with  safety  and  with- 
out inconvenience  to  the  public,  before  being  loaded  in  the  cars 
in  which  they  are  to  be  transported,  and  such  duty  is  strictly 
analogous  to  the  duty  of  the  carrier  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
secure  depot  for  inanimate  freight"    Id.  79  (§  81). 

The  principle  stated  is  applicable  here.  The  furnishing  of 
stockyard  scales  by  the  carrier,  at  the  point  of  shipment  of  live 
stock,  by  means  of  which  the  shipper  may  ascertain  the  minimum 
loading  of  cars,  aa  well  as  excess  loading,  so  far  pertains  to  the 
business  of  transportation  itself  as  to  constitute  such  scales  a 
reasonable  facility  for  transacting  its  business  with  shippers  at 
the  initial  point  of  shipment  The  reasonableness  of  such  re> 
quirement,  however,  depends  in  each  instance  upon  surrounding 
circimistances  and  conditicms.  The  judgment  appealed  from 
appears  to  have  been  based  largely  upon  the  theory  that  stock- 
yaixl  scales  are  not  an  instrumentality  of  transportation  of  live 
stock,  although  the  trial  court  found  that  such  a  scale  ^'is  not  a 
facility  necessary  for  the  safety,  convenience,  and  aoc(xnmoda- 
tion  of  the  public''  at  the  town  of  Albee.  The  evidence  is  un- 
disputed as  to  the  amount  of  live  stock  shipped  each  year  during 
the  three  years  preceding  the  hearing;  but  we  are  not  convinced 
that  the  installation  of  a  4r-ton  stock  scale,  as  ordered  by  the 
Board  of  Railway  Commissioners,  is  not  actually  and  reasonably 
necessary  for  the  proper  convenience  of  shippers  of  live  stock. 

[S]  The  general  rule,  where  such  administrative  commissions 
have  been  created  by  law,  and  vested  with  authority  to  investigate 
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and  deteiinine  conditions  which  justify  the  requirement  of 
proper  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  commodities  or 
passengers,  is  that  a  determination  or  decision  upon  mat- 
ters of  fact  should  not  be  disturbed  by  appellate  courts,  un- 
less it  clearly  appears  that  such  decision  is  unreasonable  or 
arbitrary,  or  is  based  upon  an  erroneous  or  mistaken  theory  of 
the  law.  Minneapolis,  St,  P.  &  St.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co,  v.  Railroad 
Commission,  136  Wis.  146,  17  L.R.A.(N'.S.)  821,  116  N.  W. 
905 ;  People  ex  reL  Long  Island  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Com- 
mission, 173  App,  Div.  780,  P.U.R.1916E,  475, 160  N.  Y,  Supp. 
63;. Hocking  Valley  R.  Co.  v.  Board  of  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, 92  Ohio  St.  9,  L.R.A.1918A,  267,  P.U.R.1916A,  1062, 
110  N".  E.  521,  Ann.  Cas.  1917B,  1154;  Public  Service  R.  Co. 
V.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  87  N.  J.  L.  250,  P,U.R.1915C,  224, 
93  Atl.  585 ;  State  ex  reL  Railroad  &  W.  Conunission  v.  Great 
Iforthem  R.  Co.  123  Minn.  463,  144  N.  W.  155. 

We  are  therefore  of  the  view  that  the  findings  and  judgment 
of  the  trial  court  should  be  reversed,  and  the  order  of  the  Railway 
Conunissioners,  requiring  the  installation  of  any  standard  4-ton 
stockyard  scale  at  the  town  of  Albee,  should  be  affirmed.  It  will 
be  so  ordered  and  adjudged. 


VIRGINIA  SUPREME  COURT  OP  APPEALS. 

WASHINGTOljr  &  OLD  DOMINION  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

V. 

P.  S.  ROYSTER  GTJANO  COMPANY. 

(— Va.  — ,  94  S.  E.  763.) 

Appeal  and  review  ^  Commisaioh  order  ^  laaues  raised  ^  Pleading, 

An  order  of  the  Virginia  Commission  which »  construed  in  the 
light  of  the  opinion  and  evidence,  very  clearly  granted  substantially 
the  relief  asked  for,  and  which  was  understood  by  the  parties  to  be 
directly  in  issue  at  the  hearing,  will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  Virginia 
supreme  court  of  appeals. 

[January  24,  1917.]      * 

Revibw  from  an  order  of  the  State  Corporation  Commission 
requiring  the  Washington  &  Old  Dominion  Eailway  to  rebuild 
Jmd  extend  a  certain  sidetrack  at  Leesbnrg;  affirmed. 

(For  the  Commission  case,  see  P.TJ.R.1916D,  716.) 
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Appearances:  W.  J.  Lambert^  of  Washington,  District  of 
Columbia,  and  C.  E.  Nicol,  of  Alexandria,  for  plaintiff  in  error; 
C.  J.  Collins,  of  Norfolk,  for  defendant  in  error. 

Kelly,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 

The  F.  S.  Royster  Guano  Company  filed  its  petition  before 
the  State  Corporation  Commission  to  compel  the  extension  by 
the  Washington  &  Old  Dominion  Railway  of  a  certain  sidetrack 
at  Leesburg,  Virginia.  The  Commission  entered  an  order  grant- 
ing the  prayer  of  the  petition,  and  the  railway  brings  the  case 
here  for  review.  We  have  maturely  considered  the  record,  and 
entertain  no  doubt  as  to  the  propriety  or  legality  of  the  order. 

The  case  was  fully  heard  upon  the  petition,  the  demurrer,  and 
answer  thereto,  the  testimony  of  witnesses,  and  the  arguments 
and  briefs  of  counsel ;  and  the  Commission,  after  taking  the  con- 
troversy under  advisement,  announced  its  decision  in  a  written 
opinion  which  satisfactorily  discloses  the  facts,  the  contentions  of 
the  parties,  and  the  reasons  and  authorities  upon  which  the  de- 
cision is  based.  This  opinion,  prepared  by  Prentis,  chairman, 
and  concurred  in  by  Commissioners  Rhea  and  Wingfield,  we 
shall  adopt  as  the  opinion  of  this  court.  Counsel  for  the  rail- 
way, while  still  insisting  here  that  the  order  was  erroneous  in  all 
respects,  further  earnestly  contend  before  us  that,  even  if  the 
Commission  was  right  in  ordering  the  construction  of  the  side- 
track, the  order  improperly  went  beyond  the  scope  of  the  plead- 
ings in  requiring  the  work  to  be  done  entirely  at  the  expense  of 
the  railway,  and  in  directing  the  extension  for  a  greater  distance 
than  was  indicated  in  the  petition. 

It  does  appear  from  the  petition  and  from  the  evidence  that 
the  guano  company  was  willing  to  pay  for  grading  and  preparing 
the  roadbed  on  the  right  of  way,  the  cost  of  all  necessary  mate- 
rials, and  the  cost  of  constructing  and  maintaining  the  extension; 
and  it  further  appears  that  the  literal  prayer  of  the  petition  was 
for  an  extension  of  a  much  shorter  siding  than  that  which  was 
in  terms  designated-in  the  order.  It  is  readily  manifest,  how- 
ever, upon  an  examination  of  the  record  and  of  the  opinion  by 
the  Commission,  that  no  error  was  committed,  either  in  requiring 
the  sidetrack  to  be  constructed  at  the  railway's  expense  or  in  the 
specification  of  the  length  of  the  line. 
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As  to  the  expense  of  building  the  siding,  the  Commission 
fonnd  from  the  evidence  that  the  general  public  would  be  in- 
terested therein,  and  that  the  track  when  "constructed  wojald  not 
constitute  merely  a  private  switching  facility  for  the  sole  ben- 
efit of  the  guano  company.  The  railway  had  distinctly  declined 
the  offer  made  by  the  guano  company  to  bear  the  expense,  and 
refused  to  build  the  track  upon  any  terms  whatever.  The  prayer 
of  the  petition  was  in  the  alternative,  either:  (1)  That  the  rail- 
way be  required  to  extend  and  operate  the  siding;  or  (2)  that 
the  petitioner  be  allowed  to  construct  it  and  the  railway  required 
to  operate  it.  Therefore,  if  it  were  conceded  that  the  Commis- 
sion, in  proceedings  of  this  character,  can  be  held  to  strict  rules 
of  pleading  as  to  the  scope  of  the  orders  made  by  it,  the  order  in 
this  case  does  not  go  outside  of  the  issue  as  made  np  between  the 
parties. 

As  to  the  claim  of  the  railway  that  the  Commission  directed 
the  construction  of  a  longer  line  than  the  guano  company  re- 
quested, it  is  sufficient  to  say  that  the  order  does  not  in  fact  do 
so.  The  language  of  the  order,  construed  in  the  light  of  the 
opinion  and  the  evidence,  very  clearly  granted  substantially  the 
relief  in  this  respect  which  had  been  asked  for,  and  refused  by 
the  railway,  and  which  was  understood  by  the  parties  to  be 
directly  in  issue  at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission.' 

The  opinion  of  the  Conunission,  adopted  by  us,  is  as  follows : 

[The  opinion  adopted  is  printed  in  full  in  F.U.R.1916D, 
716.] 

AiBrmed. 

Prentis,  J.,  absent 

Note. — ^Appeal  and  review. 

In  Illinois  C.  B.  Go.  v.  Mississippi  B<  Commission  (1918)  — 
Miss.  — ,  77  So.  314,  316,  the  court  said:  "Our  statutes  devolve 
a  delicate  responsibility  upon  the  Commission,  and  the  decisions  of 
such  a  tribunal  should  have  the  sympathetic  regard  of  the  courts, 
.  .  .  [and]  should  not  be  stricken  down  unless  they  are  clearly 
unreasonable  or  void.^^ 

In  Emery  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1917)  —  S.  D.  — , 

164  N.  W.  108,  the  supreme  court  of  South  Dakota  held  that  the 

location  of  depots  .and  station  houses  was  a  matter  properly  within 

the  jurisdiction  of  the  Railway  Commissioners  for  consideration, 
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and  their  action  in  relation  thereto  would  not  be  interfered  with  br 
the  courts^  unless  in  violation  of  some  law  or  some  paramount  right 
of  int^sted  parties.   • 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  district  courts,  under  the  Acts  of 
June  18,  1910  (36  Stat,  at  L.  539,  chap.  309,  Comp.  Stat.  1916, 
§  993),  §  1,  and  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L.  208,  219,  chap. 
32,  Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  3279),  of  "cases  brought  to  enjoin,  set 
aside,  annul,  or  suspend  in  whole  or  in  part  any  order  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,"  does  not  extend  to  a  suit  to  set  aside 
an  order  of  such  Commission,  fixing  a  future  day  and  place  for  the 
hearing  of  certain  complaints  made  to  it  by  certain  coal  companies 
seeking  damages  for  the  alleged  failure  of  certain  interstate  car- 
riers to  furnish  coal  cars  on  demand,  and  to  enjoin  proceedings 
upon  such  complaints.  The  action  of  the  Commission  was  not  an 
^'order'^  within  the  meaning  of  the  statutes,  but  was  a  mere  incident 
in  the  proceeding.  United  States  v.  Illinois  C.  B,  Co.  (1917)  244 
U.  S.  82,  61  L.  ed.  1007,  37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  584. 

In  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  (1918) 
—  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  74,  it  was  held  that  the  courts  are  not  pre- 
cluded from  reviewing  an  order  of  the  Colorado  Commission  ap- 
portioning through  rates  between  railroad  companies,  on  the  theory 
that  this  is  a  mere  finding  and  a  question  of  fact  which  the  statute 
makes  final.  To  the  same  effect,  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  (1918)  —  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  86. 

In  West  St.  Louis  Water  &  Light  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion (1917)  —  Mo.  — ,  197  S.  W.  340,  it  was  held  that  a  utility 
is  not  entitled  to  have  an  order  of  the  Missouri  Commission  fixing 
the  value  of  its  plant  for  rate  making  reviewed  by  the  court,  where 
the  Commission  approved  the  rates  fixed  by  the  utility,  and  the  issues 
involved  in  the  appeal  cannot  be  affected  by  such  valuation ;  follow- 
ing a  former  decision  of  the  court  in  State  ex  rel.  Columbia  Teleph. 
Co.  V.  Atkinson  (1917)  271  Mo.  28,  P.U.R.1917F,  27,  195  S.  W. 
741. 

In  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  United  States  (decided  Jan.  7, 1918, 
U.  S.  Adv.  Ops.  1917,  p.  166),  245  U.  S.  463,  62  L.  ed.  — ,  38  Sup. 
Ct.  Rep.  141,  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  held  that  findings 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  upon  which  it  based  its 
order  denying  a  carrier's  application  to  continue  in  effect  lower 
charges  for  longer  distances  are  conclusive  where  the  evidence  was 
conflicting  and  there  was  ample  evidence  to  sustain  the  finding. 

It  was  also  held  in  the  above  case  that  the  validity  of  an  order 
must  be  determined  upon  the  evidence  introduced  before  thfe  Com- 
mission. 

A  reviewing  court  may  consider  the  character  of  the  evidence  in- 
troduced to  support  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion even  though  not  formally  objected  to  as  being  inadmissible  at 
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the  hearing,  where  the  question  submitted  to  the  court  is  whether 
there'  was  sufficient  evidence  before  the  Commission  to  justify  the 
order.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  v,  Spilier  (1917)  —  C.  0.  A. 
— ,  246  Fed.  1. 


WBST  YIROINIA  PUBLIC   S£RVIOB   COMMISSION. 

BE  UNITED  FUEL  GAS  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  686.] 

Apportionment  —  Jfatural  gas  —  (HI  investmentB, 

1.  When  oil  is  found  in  drilling  for  gas,  not  only  should  the  cost 
of  the  well  and  a  proper  proportion  of  the  lease  investments  be  charged 
to  oil  investment  and  gas  investment  correspondingly  reduced,  but  the 
oil  investment  or  oil  operating  expense  should  be  charged  with  it« 
proper  proportion  of  past  and  future  carrying  oharges  upon  such  lease, 
and  the  gas  investment  or  expense  credited  therewith;  and  the  cost  of 
drilling  dry  or  nonpaying  wells  in  territory  producing  both  oil  and  gas 
should  be  borne  in  the  same  j»'oportion. 

Valuation  —  Jurisdiction  of  ComtnisMon  —  Reserve  natural  gas  acre- 
age. 

2.  While  weight  should  be  given  to  the  judgment  and  discretion  of 
a  natural  gas  company's  managing  officers,  as  to  the  amount  of  reserve 
acreage  needed  for  future  use,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commission,  when 
it  is  apparent  that  a  larger  acreage  has  been  acquired  than  past  ex- 
perience and  a  reasonable  forecast  of  future  demands  would  justify  as 
a  capital  investment,  to  define  in  a  general  way  the  limits  ol  the  re- 
serve acreage  that  may  properly  be  carried  at  the  ei^nae  of  the  con- 
sumers of  the  present  rate  period. 

Valuation  •—  Property  not  in  use  -*  Future  needs, 

3.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  doea  not  approve  ol  the  policy 
of  holding  vast  acreages  of  gas  producing  property  in  reserve,  merely 
upon  the  principle  that  it  may  oiherwiae  be  acquired  by  others. 

Valxtation  ^  Vnused  property  ^  Proper  amount  of  reserve  natural 
gas  territory, 

4.  A  natural  gas  company  should  be  permitted  to  earry,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  its  consumers,  only  such  undeveloped  land  as  will  insure  un- 
interrupted service  and  an  adequate  supply  ol  gaa  under  a  reasonable 
forecast  of  lutnre  conditions. 

Valuation  —  Vatural  gas  •**-  Oasolene  iwvestvnents, 

6.  In  determining  the  investment  of  a  natural  gas  company  lor  rate 
making,  tiiere  ahould  be  credited  to  produetion  expense  and  such  part 
of  transmission  expense  as  may  be  proper,  the  fair  value  of  the  use 
of  the  gas  production  per  unit  of  volume  used  in  the  process  of  the 
manufacture  of  gaaolene^  since  gasolene  is  ttoi  a  by-product  ol  natural 
gas  production. 
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Rates  —  Natural  gan  —  5ale  by  eow%panjf  to  Uaelf. 

6.  A  gas  utility  should  not  be  permitted  to  sell  the  use  of  its  gas 
to  itself  for  a  private  enterprise  for  less  than  its  fair  market  value,  or 
the  price  that  could  be  obtained  if  the  production  should  be  offered  upon 
the  open  market. 

Return  —  Natural  gas  —  Use  of  gas  for  production  of  gasolene. 

7.  The  value  of  natural  gas  used  for  the  production  of  gasolene,  to 
be  credited  to  a  natural  gas  company's  production  and  transmission 
expense  in  determining  the  reasonabl^iess  of  its  return,  was  found  to 
be  one  half  of  the  net  profits  arising  out  of  the  gasolene  business. 

VaUtation  —  Overhead  expenses, 

8.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  was  held  liberal  for  overhead  charges 
in  the  case  of  a  company  which  had  originally  acquired  its  plant  by 
purchase,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  overhead  expenditures  prior  to  the 
purchase  were  not  shown,  and  that  all  expenditures  of  this  character 
made  since  the  purchase  had  either  been  paid  from  operating  revenues 
or  charged  to  capital  account. 

Valuation '^  CMng  value, 

9.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent,  in  addition  to  the  physical  value  of 
a  plant,  including  overhead  charges,  was  made  for  going  value  in  con- 
sideration of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  early  losses,  and  ol  the  ele- 
ment of  value  universally  recognized  ss  entering  into  an  established 
going  conoem. 

DepretHation  »^  Natural  gas  property '^  Factors  in  alloicaucc  for, 

10.  Sufficient  allowance  must  be  made  for  depreciation,  in  the  case 
of  natural  gas  utilities,  not  only  to  take  care  of  the  lessening  value  of 
the  plant,  due  to  use,  expobure,  etc.,  but  also  to  amortize  the  wearing 
value  of  their  plants  measured  by  the  estimated  probable  life  of  their 
gas  supply. 

Depreciation  »  Accrued  »  Method  and  basis  of  eotnpetitlon, 

11.  A  straight  allowance  for  depreciation  of  15  per  cent  of  the 
physical  value  of  natural  gas  property,  ineludiag  the  allowaaoe  for 
overhead  and  going  value,  but  excluding  the  allowance  for  working 
capital,  was  made  for  accrued  depreciation. 

Depreciation  —  Natural  gas  property  —  Annual  allowatiem, 

12.  In  determining  a  proper  allowance  lor  future  depreciation  of 
natural  gas  property,  including  the  amortization  of  certain  elements 
thereof,  the  West  Virginia  Commission  applied  the  straight-line  method 
based  upon  the  estimated  useful  life,  less  salvage  value,  as  was  ascer- 
tained and  disclosed  by  past  experience  and  present  conditions. 

Valuation  -*  incomplete  construction, 

13.  The  value  of  construction,  incomf^ete  at  the  ifane  of  the  valua- 
tion, should  not  be  excluded  in  determining  tlie  rate  base^  where  sudi 
construction  has  since  been  completed  and  is  in  use  in  the  public  service. 

AppoHlonment »  Natural  gas  *•  Investment  •«  LoaaliHes  —  Olassfis  of 

service. 

14.  The  production  investment  of  a  aatural  gas  company  was  sp- 
portioned  between  Wholesale  and  retail  business  and  between,  localities, 
on  the  basis  of  sales;  the  transmission  investment  between  wholesale 
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and  retail  and  localities,  upon  the  basis  of  demand  and  sales  weighted 
by  distance;  the  distribution  investment  direct,  as  shown  by  the  books 
of  the  company,  and  the  general  investment  between  wholesale  and  retail 
bualneea  and  between  localities,  on  the  basis  of  sales. 

Apportionment  —  Natural  gas  •—  Operating  expenses  »  Localities  — 
Classes  of  service. 

15.  The  operating  expenses  of  a  natural  gas  company  should  be  ap- 
portioned between  wholesale  and  retail  business,  and  between  domestic 
and  industrial  business,  and  between  localities,  on  substantially  the  same 
bases  as  investment,  except  as  to  transmission  expenses,  which  are  not 
materially  affected  by  the  element  of  demand  or  meter  capacity. 

Depreciation  —  NatunU  gas  —  Annual  allowance, 

16.  A  natural  gas  company  was  held  entitled  to  set  aside  annually 
as  depreciation  reserve,  7  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  production  invest- 
ment, 5  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  transmission  investment,  and  4  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  its  distribution  and  general  investment. 

Return  ^^  Natural  gas  ^^  Public  policy, 

17.  Natural  gas  rates  should,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  and  as  a 
proper  measure  of  fairness  to  those  engaged  in  the  business,  be  fixed  so 
as  not  only  to  secure  a  liberal  return  for  the  capital  and  enterprise  in- 
vested therein,  but  as  well  also  to  encourage  and  promote  the  further 
development  and  extension  of  the  business. 

Betum  —  Natural  gas  —  Peculiar  value  as  fuel. 

IS.  In  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas  a  Commission  should  not  be  glid- 
ed or  influenced  by  the  fact  that  such  gas  is  more  desirable  as  a  sub- 
stance for  heating  and  lighting  than  other  available  fuele,  but  should 
be  guided  and  controlled  only  by  the  reasonable  value  of  the  service 
rendered  and  the  commodity  supplied. 

Return  —  Natural  gas  —  Percentage, 

19.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  was  held  eiifllclent  for  a  natural  gas  com- 
pany, notwithstanding  the  unsettled  and  unusual  conditions  due  to  war. 

Return  —  Beimbursement  for  past  deficiencies. 

20.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  will  not  take  into  consideration 
in  fixing  rates  for  the  future,  either  a  deficiency  or  an  excess  in  prior 
earnings,  except  to  the  extent  of  addition  to  capital  investment  for  going 
value. 

Monopoly  and  competition  <-*•  Effect  of  competitors*  rates  upon  grant- 
ing increase, 

21.  A  public  utility  should  not  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  be- 
yond those  authorized  for  a  competitor. 

Return  —  Adequacy  —  Doubt  as  to^  Policy. 

22.  On  account  of  the  increaeing  cost  of  labor  and  materials  necee- 
sarily  employed  in  the  business  of  a  public  utility,  the  West  Virginia 
Commission  resolved  any  doubts  as  to  the  adecjuacy  of  present  rates  in 
favor  of  the  company. 

f  ■ 

[February  28,  1918.] 
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Application  of  United  Fuel  Gas  Company  for  authority  to 
increase  certain  of  its  rates  for  furnishing  natural  gas;  granted 
in  part.  The  fair  maximum  present  value  of  applicant's  prop- 
erty for  rate  making  was  found  to  be  $17,750,000. 

Appearances:  R.  G.  Altizer,  George  E.  Price,  and  Duckner 
Clay  for  United  Fuel  Gas  Company;  Thomas  A.  Bledsoe,  City 
Solicitor,  and  Joseph  N.  Kenna,  of  Charleston,  West  Virginia, 
for  City  of  Charleston;  Fred  X.  Livezcy,  City  Solicitor,  for 
City  of  Huntington;  Major  Geo.  S.  Wallace  and  Philip  Gib- 
son, of  Huntington,  West  Virginia,  for  the  Huntington  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce;  W.  W.  Smith,  of  Huntington,  West  Virginia, 
for  the  town  of  Ceredo,  the  Glass  Brick  Company,  and  certain 
of  the  citizens  of  the  City  of  Huntington;  F.  B.  Oxley,  Re- 
corder, for  the  Town  of  Hurricane. 

Wiles,  Commissioner:  On  May  21,  1917,  the  applicant. 
United  Fuel  Gas  Company,  filed  its  petition  alleging  that  it  is 
a  corporation  organized  and  doing  business  under  the  laws  of 
the  state  of  West  Virginia,  with  its  principal  place  of  businesa 
at  Charleston,  in  said  state;  that  it  is  a  public  service  corpora- 
tion engaged  in  the  management  and  operation  of  a  natural  gas 
plant  in  said  city  and  elsewhere,  and  that  it  is  subject  to  tl:e 
provisions  of  chapter  9  of  the  Acts  of  the  Legislature  of  West 
Virginia  of  1913  as  amended;  that  it  desires  authority  to  in- 
(jirease  its  present  rates  for  supplying  natural  gas  to  certain 
of  its  domestic  and  industrial  consumers,  for  the  reasons  that 
the  present  rates  do  not  afford  it  an  adequate  return  upon  its 
investment  used  in  maintaining  such  service;  that  the  return 
from  its  present  rates  is  not  commensurate  with  the  value  of  the 
service  rendered  its  patrons ;  that  it  purchased  the  gas  plant  used 
in  supplying  the  localities  where  increases  are  sought  in  1909, 
jind  that  the  rates  charged  by  its  predecessor  were  greater  than 
the  rates  now  in  effect,  notwithstanding  that  since  that  time  the 
supply  of  natural  gas  has  diminished  and  the  cost  of  producing 
the  same  increased;  and  that  the  proposed  increased  rates  are 
just  and  reasonable. 

The  following  table  shows  the  applicant's  present  rates  and 
the  increases  desired,  as  set  forth  in  its  petition: 
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Name    of    City 
or    Town. 


Kenova 


Ceredo 


Huntington     1 

and  V 

BarbouTBville  J 


Hurricane   . . . . 

CuIIoden    

Poca     

Ona    

Charleston       1 
Coalbnrgh        j 


Class  of      Present  Kates  and 
Service.   DiBeount  Per  M  Cu.  Ft. 

Domestie  22^  2^ 

Industrial,  1st  $150,000  21^  1< 

2d     150,000  16^  U 

All  over    300,000  11^  I^ 


Domestic 

(No  industrial) 


22#     2^ 


Domestic  16^  1^ 

Industrial,  Ist  $150,000  16^  1^ 

2d     150,000  15^  1^ 

All  over     300,000  11^  14 


Proposed  Increase  and  Dis- 
count Per  M  Ou.  Ft. 


Ist  $150,000 

2d     150,000 

All    over    300,000 


25^  24 

244  14 

18^  1^ 

11^  1^ 


25^     24 


Domestic 

Street  lamps,  eaeh 

(No  industrial) 


22^     24 
25# 


Domestic  17^ 

Industrial,  Ist  $150,000  16^ 

2d     150,000  12^ 

All  over    300,000     8^ 


2* 
1^ 


Ist  $150,000 

2d     150,000 

All    over    300,000 


(No  industrial) 


25^  24 

244  14 

1S4  14 

11^ 

244  H 
25^ 


Ist  $150,000 

2d     160,000 

All    over     300,000 


22^  24 

214  14 

1^4  14 

9^  14 


All  rates  are  for  gas  consumed  in  any  calendar  mondi.  Dis- 
counts allowed  domestic  consumers  for  payment  on  or  before 
the  10th  and  industrial  consumers  for  payment  on  or  before  the 
20th  days  of  the  month  following  that  in  which  gas  is  consumed. 

Said  petition  furth^  allies  that  the  proposed  new  rates  re- 
late dhiiefly  to  domestic  service — ^the  proposed  change  in  the 
manufacturing  or  industrial  rate  having  the  effect  to  increase 
the  industrial  rate  for  the  first  160,000  cubic  feet  to  the  domestic 
rate,  and  the  second  150,000  cubic  feet  proportionately ;  that  on 
the  8th  day  of  November,  1916,  it  made  application  to  the  Com- 
mission for  authority  to  increase  its  industrial  rate  in  the  city 
of  Charleston  and  vicinity,  including  Coalburgb,  and  that  during 
the  pendency  of  said  application,  by.  agreement  of  the  consumei's 
affected,  the  industrial  rate  was  increased  to  the  rates  now  in 
effect  to  be  operative  until  October  1,  1917,  .and  that  by  like 
agreement  said  consumers  did  not  oppose  a  further  increase  of 
1  cent  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  all  gas  used  during  any  calen- 
dar month  in  excess  of  800,000  cubic  feet,  said  increase  to  be 
effective  on  and  after  October  1,  1917.  It  may  be  here  stated 
parenthetically  that,  pursuant  to  this  agreement,  by  order  en- 
tered herein  on  Ae  14th  of  September,  1917,  the  applicant  wa» 
authorized  to  increase  its  industrial  rate  to  consumers  in  the 
city  of  Charleston  and  vicinity,  including  Ooalburgh,  using  in 
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excess  of  300,000  cubic  feet  per  month  from  8  cents  to  9  cents 
per  thousand  cubic  feet,  subject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  if  paid 
by  the  20th  of  the  month  following  that  in  which  such  gas  is 
consumed;  said  rate  to  be  effective  from  and  after  October  1, 
1917,  and  until  the  final  determination  of  tliis  proceeding  or 
until  the  further  order  of  the  Commission. 

Upon  the  filing  of  said  petition  an  order  was  made  setting 
down  for  hearing  the  matters  arising  thereunder  at  a  meeting 
of  the  Commission  to  be  held  at  its  offices  in  Charleston  on  the 
27th  day  of  June,  1917,  and  the  applicant  directed  to  publish 
notice  of  said  application  for  four  successive  weeks  in  two  news- 
papers of  opposite  politics  in  the  counties  of  Cabell,  Kanawha, 
Putnam,  and  Wayne,  and  to  post  copies  of  said  notices  in  the 
counties  and  towns  affected  by  the  proposed  change  of  rates. 

On  the  27th  day  of  June,  1917,  the  applicant  tendered  and 
filed  proof  of  the  publication  and  posting  of  notices  as  required 
by  said  order.  At  the  same  time  the  city  of  Himtington,  the 
city  of  Charleston,  the  Huntington  Chamber  of  Commerce,  the 
town  of  Coredo,  and  the  citizens  thereof,  and  the  Glass  Brick 
Company,  each  appeared  by  counsel  and  filed  separate  answers 
to  said  petition  protesting  against  and  objecting  to  the  allow- 
ance of  the  increased  rates  applied  for  therein.  Said  answers 
and  protests  siibstantially  deny  the  existence  of  the  grounds  and 
reasons  set  up  in  said  petition  as  showing  the  necessity  and  pro- 
priety of  the  increased  rates  sought,  and  aver  that  the  applicant 
is,  under  the  rates  now  in  effect,  earning  a  reasonable  return 
upon  the  fair  value  of  its  property  used  in  the  public  service. 
By  its  answer  the  city  of  Charleston  allies  that  the  rates  of 
the  applicant  now  in  effect  therein  are  unjust  and  excessive,  and 
yield  to  applicant  an  income  out  of  proportion  to  the  fair  value 
of  the  plant  and  j)roperty  used  to  maintain  its  servioe  in  said 
city,  and  prays  that  applicant's  present  rates  in  Charleston  be 
reduced. 

Hearings  were  held  before  the  Commission  in  the  city  of 
Charleston  upon  said  application,  beginning  on  the  16th  day 
of  July,  1917,  and  continued  from  time  to  time  until  the  6th 
day  of  October,  1917,  when  the  same  were  concluded.  Evidence 
was  offered  and  reports  and  exhibits  filed,  both  on  behalf  of  the 

applicant  and  the  protestants,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
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capital  investment  of  the  applicant  in  its  plant  and  property 
devoted  to  its  business  as  a  public  utility,  as  well  as  the  earnings 
and  expenses  arising  from  the  management  and  operation  of 
said  business ;  the  amount  and  value  of  said  investment  used  in 
the  production,  transmission,  and  distribution  of  natural  gas, 
respectively,  and  the  proper  apportionment  of  said  investment 
and  the  earnings  and  expense  as  between  wholesale  and  retail 
consumers,  and  the  different  classes  of  retail  consumers,  as  well 
as  between  the  different  localities  served.  At  the  request  of 
the  protestants  the  statistician  of  the  Commission  examined  the 
books  of  the  applicant  and  made  and  filed  herein  his  report  of 
such  examination,  showing  the  ^Etent,  character,  and  value  of 
applicant's  investment,  and  the  income  received  and  exp^ises 
incurred  from  the  operation  of  its  business  from  1909  to  1916, 
inclusive.  Later,  carefully  prepared  and  exhaustive  briefs  were 
iiled  by  counsel  far  both  the  applicant  and  the  protestants,  which 
have  been  of  much  value  to  the  Oonunission  in  the  consideration 
of  the  case,  and  the  cause  was  submitted  on  the  13th  day  of 
December,  1917. 

The  applicant.  United  Fuel  Gas  Company,  was  organized  as  a 
West  Virginia  corporation  in  1903.  It  did  not  engage  in  the 
business  of  a  public  utility  until  1909.  In  September  of  that 
year  it  acquired  the  entire  property  of  the  United  States  Natural 
Gas  Company,  consisting  of  gas  wells,  gas  lines,  lands,  and 
leases,  as  well  as  the  Huntington,  Charleston,  and  other  distribut- 
ing gas  plants.  Ab'^ut  the  same  time  it  bought  and  took  over 
from  the  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company  certain  of  its  gas  wells, 
gas  lines,  and  leases,  and  also  purchased  certain  of  the  stock  of 
the  Charleston  Natural  Gas  Company,  the  Kanawha  Gas  Com- 
pany, and  certain  of  the  property  of  the  Fisher  Oil  Company. 
These  properties,  together  with  the  gas  wells  and  leases  originally 
owned  by  the  applicant,  constituted  the  capital  investment  upon 
which  the  applicant  began  operating  as  a  public  utility.  It 
does  not  appear  what  sum  was  paid  for  these,  properties,  other 
than  that  of  the  United  States  Natural  Gas  Company,  in  that 
case  the  purchase  price  being  about  $4,500,000.  (Statistician's 
report,  page  2.) 

The  money  required,  for  this  eonsolidation  was  furnished  by 
the  Standard  Oil  Company  of  New  Jersey,  and  the  Ohio  Fuel 
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Supply  Company  of  Ohio^  said  companies  becoming  the  owners 
of  the  applicant's  stock  and  bonds  of  the  par  value  of  the  amount 
invested  by  them,  respectively ;  the  Standard  Oil  Company  hold- 
ing the  majority.  Other  investments  and  expenditures  were 
made  by  the  applicant,  so  that  for  the  year  ending  December 
31^  1909,  the  actual  investment  of  the  applicant,  including  the 
cost  of  the  properties  purchased  and  investments  and  expendi- 
tures afterwards  made,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  $11,576,718.17. 
This  investment  was  gradually  increased  from  year  to  year  bv 
drilling  additional  wells,  extending  old  and  laying  new  pipe 
lines,  and  acquiring  new  gas  producing  territory ;  so  that  the 
actual  cost  of  applicant's  gas  investment  as  shown  by  its  books, 
according  to  the  testimony  of  Mr.  Seyffert,  its  secretary  and 
treasurer,  amounted  to  the  sum  of  $18,064,767.71  as  of  the  year 
ending  December  31,  1916.  Seyffert  further  testified  that  in 
1909  the  investment  in  the  gas  distributing  plant  at  Huntington 
was  $240,000  and  at  Charleston  $200,000 ;  and  that  in  1916  this 
investment  had  increased  to  $366,086.12  for  Huntington  and 
$410,240.75  for  Charleston. 

The  applicant  has  an  authorized  capital  of  $10,000,000.  Of 
this  amount  $1,000,000  was  issued  at  the  time  of  the  consolida- 
tion, $6,000,000  additional  in  1910,  $3,000,000  in  1916,  and 
$1,000,000  in  1916  or  1917,  the  last  two  issues  being  made  as 
stock  dividends. 

Mr.  Seyifcrt  filed  with  his  testimony  seventeen  exhibits  com- 
piled from  the  books  and  records  of  the  company,  showing  its 
investment  in  its  gas  plants  and  properties,  for  each  year  from 
1909  to  1916,  inclusive;  the  investment  in  the  distributing 
plants  at  Himtington  and  Charleston,  the  earnings  and  expenses 
of  each  year  from  the  operation  of  the  whole  property,  and  from 
the  Charleston  and  Huntington  plants,  respectively;  a  statement 
of  the  investment  for  the  year  1916,  apportioned  between  pro- 
duction, transmission,  and  distribution,  respectively;  the  quan- 
tity of  gas  sold  and  the  amount  to  each  class  of  oonsumars,  and 
the  average  price  paid;  the  gross  earnings  and  expenses  from 
the  Charleston  and  Huntington  plants  exclusive  of  production 
and  transmission  expense,  and  the  average  price  received  for  gas 
sold  in  each  place  for  each  year ;  the  estimated  increase  in  reve- 
nue to  the  applicant  aooruing  from  the  several  localities,  respee- 
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tively,  if  the  rates  applied  for  are  authorized ;  the  rates  prevail- 
ing in  other  localities  served  by  the  applioant  outside  the  state 
of  West  Virginia;  the  quantity  of  gas  purchased  by  the  appli- 
cant and  the  price  paid  therefor;  a  statement  of  the  oil  invest- 
ment of  the  applicant  for  the  years  1910  to  1916,  inclusive,  and 
the  earnings  and  expenses  therefrom;  the  gasolene  investment 
and  gasolene  earnings  and  expenses  for  the  year  1916;  a  state- 
ment of  the  gas,  oil,  and  gasolene  earnings  and  expenses  of  the 
applicant  for  the  six  months  ending  June  30,  1917 ;  a  compara- 
tive statement  of  the  gross  earnings  from  the  Charleston  and 
Huntington  plants  for  the  same  period ;  the  leases  .and  acreage 
producing  oil  included  in  the  gas  investment  and  number  of  oil 
snd  gas  wells  thereon;  and  other  data  and  information  of  like 
character. 

Paul  B.  Bird,  a  consulting  and  valuation  engineer  of  Chicago, 
testifying  for  the  applicant,  filed  five  esdiibits,  showing  the  rates 
for  natural  gas  in  certain  cities  and  towns  in  the  states  of  Ohio, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  and  West  Virginia ;  a  comparative  statement 
of  (jiomestic,  industrial,  and  wholesale  gas  rates  for  the  period 
1910-1916,  and  the  trend  of  each  class  of  rates;  a  statement  of 
the  average  rate  of  net  earnings  upon  the  applicant's  entire  prop- 
erty for  the  year  1909  to  1916,  upon  his  valuation  based  upon 
the  figures  submitted  by  Seyffert,  and  obtained  by  adding  to  the 
actual  investment  cost  certain  percentages  for  "overhead"  and 
^'working  capital,*'  deducting  for  depreciation  and  adding  "in- 
tangible value"  or  "going  value,"  and  showing  certain  miscel- 
laneous statistics. 

Mr.  Pew,  vice  president  of  the  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company, 
testified  as  to  the  investment  cost  and  the  reproduction  cost  new 
of  the  applicant's  plant,  based  upon  average  prices  in  normal 
times,  and  the  reproduction  cost  based  upon  present  prices. 

Mr.  Wallace,  general  manager  for  the  applicant  company,  tes- 
tified concerning  decreasing  rock  pressure,  and  the  increased  cost 
of  all  labor,  mipplies,  and  materials  entering  into  the  operations 
of  the  company. 

Br.  Gamer,  professor  of  chemistry  in  the  Mellon  Institute  of 
the  University  of  Pittsburgh,  and  Alexander  Clark,  consulting 
engineer  for  the  applicant,  witnesses  for  applicant,  each  testified 
concerning  the  manufacture  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas,  the 
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character  of  the  process,  and  the  volume  of  gas  consumed  thereby, 
and  the  effect  upon  the  gas  remaining  after  passing  through  such 
process. 

Halford  Erickson,  a  valuation  engineer  and  rate  expert,  of 
the  firm  of  Haganah  &  Erickson,  of  Chicago,  testified  for  the 
protestants.  He  filed  an  elaborate  report^  based  in  part  upon 
an  examination  of  the  books  and  records  of  the  applicant,  but 
chiefly  upon  the  figures  and  exhibits  submitted  by  Mr.  Scyffert, 
from  which  he  arrives  at  the  conclusion  that  the  fair  value  of  the 
applicant's  property,  used  in  its  business  as  a  gas  utility,  is  the 
sum  of  $16,956,927.38.  He  arrives  at  this  figure  after  deduct- 
ing from  the  valuation  submitted  by  Seyffert  certain  unoperated 
acreage  in  leaseholds  as  overinvestment;  by  assigning  to  oil  in- 
vestment and  expense  a  percentage  of  the  gas  investment  in  lease- 
holds producing  both  oil  and  gas ;  by  assigning  to  oil  a  like  per- 
centage in  unoperated  leaseholds  carried  as  reserve  territory ;  by 
including  in  the  gas  business  the  value  of  the  gasolene  invest- 
ment, and  by  making  certain  other  adjustments  and  apportion- 
ments of  production,  transmission,  and  distribution  investment, 
expenses,  and  income. 

To  summarize:  Seyffert's  figured  of  $18,064,767.71  as  the 
book  value  of  applicant's  physical  property,  and  his  figures  as  to 
like  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  the  oil  and  gasolene  business, 
are  accepted  as  correct  and  accurate  by  both  Bird  and  Erickson. 
From  these  figures  as  a  basis  Bird  finds  the  rate  base  or  minimum 
value  of  the  whole  of  applicant's  property  used  in  the  gas  busi- 
ness to  be  $20,000,000 ;  that  part  properly  assignable  to  the  city 
of  Huntington  $1,694,000,  and  to  the  city  of  Charleston  $8,417,- 
.000.  Erom  the  same  figures  Erickson  finds  the  fair  value  of  the 
whole  of  applicant's  property,  properly  used  in  its  gas  business, 
as  a  basis  for  rate  making,  to  be  $16,956,927.38,  and  that  part 
thereof  assignable  to  Huntington  $1,111,841.38  and  to  Charles- 
ton $1,922,134.98. 

The  wide  difference  in  the  conclusions  reached  by  Bird  as 
compared  with  the  figures  set  forth  in  Erickson's  report,  both 
based  upon  Seyffert's  book  values,  is  due  in  large  measure  to  the 
different  theories  advanced  and  methods  used  in  (1)  the  assign- 
ment of  capital  investment  in  applicant's  property  as  between  its 
three  main  activities  viz,,  (a)  the  production  and  sale  of  natural 
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gas,  (b)  the  production  and  sale  of  petroleum  oil,  and  (c)  the 
manufacture  and  sale  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas;  (2)  in  the 
allowance  for  unoperated  acreage  as  an  investment  charge ;  (3)  in 
the  assignment  of  production  and  transmission  investment,  reve- 
nue, and  expense  to  localities;  and  (4)  in  the  application  and  ap- 
portionment of  depreciation,  "overhead"  and  "intangible"  or 
"going  value."  We  shall  hereinafter  undertake  to  consider  and 
attempt  to  reconcile  the  conflicting  theories  and  methods  advocat- 
ed and  employed  by  each  of  these  gentlemen  in  appropriate  se- 
quence. 

The  property  of  the  applicant  as  of  December  31,  1916,  con- 
sisted of  52,349  acres  of  operated  and  770,034  acres  of  unoperat- 
ed leaseholds,  situate  in  the  counties  of  Eoane,  £anawha,  Put- 
nam, Boone,  Mingo,  Lincoln,  Logan,  Jackson,  and  Clay,  of  West 
Virginia,   and  Martin  county,   Kentucky;   560  producing  gas 
wells,    pipe   lines,    distributing   systems,    compressor    stations, 
rights  of  way,  buildings,  telegraph  and  telephone  lines,  drilling 
tools,  other  tools,  meters,  materials,  supplies,  various  kinds  of 
equipment,  etc,  of  the  book  value  or  actual  investment  value  of 
$18,064,767.71.     This  value  is  subdivided  and  assigned  to  pro- 
duction investment  $10,644,419.75,  to  transmission  investment 
$5,562,346.38,  and  to  distribution  investment  $1,492,431.52. 
(Seyffert  exhibit  No.  2.)     The  production  investment  mainly 
consists  of  the  operated  and  unoperated  leaseholds,  line  pipe,  gas 
wells,  and  equipment;  the  transmission  investment,  of  pipe  lines 
and  cost  of  installing  same,  compressor  stations,  rights  of  way, 
telegraph  and  telephone  lines,  etc. ;  the  distribution  investment, 
the  distribution  systems  in  Huntington  and  Charleston,  and  the 
other  localities  served  by  the  applicant.     In  1916  the  applicant 
produced  and  purchased  and  sold  39,290  millions  of  cubic  feet 
of  gas,  being  3,952  millions  to  domestic,   11,295  millions  to 
industrial,  and  24,043  millions  to  wholesale  consumers.     The 
number  of  consumers  in  each  class  was,  domestic  29,936,  indus- 
trial 182,  wholesale  7.     The  average  price  obtained  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  was  about  10 J  cents,  and  the  gross  revenue  received 
from  such  sales  $4,065,719.     (Bird  exhibit  No.  6.)     Revenue 
received  from  other  sources  increased  applicant's  gross  revenue 
from  its  gas  business  for  this  year  to  $4,092,768.72,  and  the 
gross  expense  being  $1,534,462.92,  the  applicant's  net  revenue 
for  the  year  1916  was  $2,558,305.80  (Seyffert's  exhibit  No.  3), 
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ivhich  is  equivalent  to  a  ri^te  of  return  in  excess  of  14  per  cent 
upon  the  investment  upon  the  whole  property^  not  including  al- 
lowance for  depreciation  reserve  or  interest  on  bonded  indebted- 
ness. 

Mr.  Bird  finds  the  applicant's  rate  of  return  for  1916^  based 
upon  his  valuation  of  the  whole  property,  to  be  12.79  per  cent; 
upon  the  value  of  the  investment  assigned  to  the  city  of  Charles- 
ton,  7.06  per  cent;  and  upon  the  value  of  the  investment  as- 
signed to  the  city  of  Huntington,  •966  per  cent.  Erickson  finds 
{applicant's  rate  of  return  upon  his  valuation  of  the  whole  prop- 
erty for  the  year  1916  to  be  14.63  per  cent;  upon  the  investment 
assigned  to  Charleston^  10.51  per  cent;  and  upon  the  investm^it 
assigned  to  Huntington,  5.03  per  cent  Erickson's  figures  are 
confined  to  the  year  1916,  while  Bird's  figuies  embrace  the  year 
1909  to  1916,  inclusive;  and  according  to  his  calculations  the 
upplicant's  average  annual  return  upon  the  value  of  its  invest- 
ment in  the  natural  gas  business  was  5  per  cent,  without  allow- 
ance for  depreciation  reserve. 

Accepting  as  correct  the  figures  submitted  by  either  Bird  or 
Erickson  for  the  year  1916,  it  is  apparent  the  applicant  is  earn- 
ing approximately  a  fair  return  upon  its  investment  in  the  gas 
business  taken  as  a  whole,  and  upon  the  same  basis  it  is  equally 
;flpparent  that  that  part  of  the  investment  devoted  to  the  service 
in  the  city  of  Huntington  is  not  earning  an  adequate  return  upon 
the  fair  value  thereof.  But,  counsel  for  the  applicant  insist  that 
it  is  unfair  to  consider  alone  the  result  of  its  operations  for  1910 
in  ascertaining  whether  or  nut  the  present  rates  will  produce 
^.n  adequate  return  up<xi  the  investment  under  normal  conditions, 
iiud  that  rates  should  be  fixed  that  will  not  only  insure  adequate 
•earnings  under  pre-war  conditions,  but  that  will  compensate  the 
.applicant  for  inadequate  earnings  during  the  previous  years  of 
its  operations.  On  the  other  hand,  counsel  for  protestants  urge 
with  equal  force  that  rates  are  being  fixed  for  the  future,  and  that 
past  earnings  or  the  lack  of  them  should  onjy  be  considered  in  so 
far  only  as  they  are  indicative  of  or  forecast  the  future,  and  that 
the  rates  of  the  applicant  were  voluntarily  fixed  by  it,  and  arc 
m  law  prima  facie  reasonable  and  such  as  will  secure  a  fair  return 
upon  the  investment. 

To  add  further  complexities  to  the  confusion  of  this  contro- 
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versy,  Mr.  Seyffert's  exhibit  No.  12  shows  that  the  applicant's 
net  gas  earnings  for  the  first  six  months  of  1917  were  $2,452,- 
631.39,  aa  compared  with  net  earnings  of  $2,558,306  for  the 
whole  of  the  year  1916,  and  gas  sales  of  31,024,407  thousand 
cubic  feet  for  six  months  of  1917  as  compared  with  20,124,812 
thousand  cubic  feet,  the  sales  for  the  same  period  of  1916* 
There  is  nothing  in  the  record  to  accurately  show  what  addi- 
tions to  investment  account  have  been  made  by  the  applicant  dur- 
ing 1917 ;  and  while  it  is  shown  that  the  earnings  of  the  appli- 
cant for  the  first  half  of  the  calendar  year  are  greater  than  the 
last  half,  due  to  weather  conditions  and  unforeseeable  contin- 
gent expense,  yet  notwithstanding,  it  seems  apparent  that  appli- 
cant's net  earnings  for  1917  will  exceed  those  for  1916. 

Broadly  speaking,  the  first  matter  for  determination  is  the 
fair  value  of  the  applicant's  investment  in  its  gas  business  as  a 
rate  base.  This  itself  should  present  no  insuperable  difficulties, 
though  it  would  have  been  much  simplified  by  an  inventory  and 
appraisal  of  the  physical  property  used  by  applicant  in  its  serv- 
ice as  a  public  utility.  The  consideration  of  this  question,  how- 
ever, necessarily  involves  the  consideration  of  underlying  and 
interrelated  factors  vital  to  the  decision  of  the  main  question, 
such  as  the  character  and  value  of  applicant's  whole  property, 
which  is  to  be  included  as  used  or  useful  to  it  as  a  gas  utility  and 
upon  which  its  consumers  should  be  required  to  pay  such  rates 
as  will  secure  an  adequate  return ;  the  period  to  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  a  "present  value;"  "intangible'*  or  "going  value,'* 
etc.  Some  of  these  questions  present  no  guide,  either  in  prece- 
dent or  past  experience,  and  have  involved  us  in  many  doubts  and. 
perplexities. 

Present  Vaiue  or  Rate  Base. 

Mr.  Seyffert  fixes  the  book  value  or  actual  investment  cost  of 
applicant's  property,  used  in  its  gas  business,  as  of  December 
31,  1916,  at  $18,064,767.71 ;  Mr.  Bird,  after  adding  to  this  15 
per  cent  for  overhead,  $649,233  for  working  capital,  and  10  per 
cent  for  intangible  value,  and  deducting  about  15  per  cent  for 
depreciation,  fixes  the  minimum  value  of  said  property  as  basis 
for  rate  making  at  $20,000,000.  Mr.  Eriekson,  taking  Seyffert'* 
figures  as  a  base,  after  deducting  fjtom  operated  a^nd  unoperated 
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acreage  investment  $590^303.82  as  properly  chargeable  to  oil 
investment;  from  nnoperated  acreage  $2,402,296.93  as  charge- 
able to  "over  investment  for  present  rate  period,"  adding  $279,- 
072.45  gasolene  investment  as  chargeable  to  gas  investment,  ex- 
cluding $347,298.80  "incomplete  constrnction"  as  improperly 
charged  to  gas  investment,  adding  15  per  cent  for  "overhead," 
deducting  15  per  cent  for  accrued  depreciation,  adding  10  per 
cent  for  "going  value"  and  $573,964.96  as  "working  capital," 
fixes  the  value  of  applicant's  property  as  a  basis  for  rate  making 
at  $10,966,927.38. 

As  heretofore  pointed  out,  the  different  conclusions  as  to  value 
of  applicant's  investment  as  a  rate  base  is  mainly  due  to  Erick- 
Bon's  deductions  from  the  value  of  operated  and  unoperated 
acreage  as  chargeable  to  "oil  investment'^  and  "overinvestment," 
his  inclusion  of  gasolene  investment  to  gas  investment  and  to  his 
method  of  applying  accrued  depreciation,  and  allowance  of  "work- 
ing capital." 

'  OH  Investment  in  Operated  Acreage. 

[1]  Of  the  52,349  acres  of  operated  leaseholds,  8,581.52  pro- 
duce both  oil  and  gas  in  the  proportion  of  125  oil  welk  and  14 
gas.  The  whole  investment  in  this  oil  and  gas  producing  area  is 
charged  by  applicant  to  gas  investment  at  $177,182.89.  It 
seems  to  be  the  practice  of  the  applicant  that  when  oil  is  found 
to  charge  the  cost  of  the  well  to  oil  investment,  but  with  no  part 
of  the  value  of  the  lease  or  carrying  charges,  these  being  carried 
as  a  charge  to  gas  investment  and  gas  operating  expenses.  Eriek- 
8on  reduces  the  gas  investment  in  these  oil-bearing  leaseholds  in 
the  proportion  of  the  gas  wells  to  the  total  wells — in  this  case 
$172,088.49.  (Erickson  table  VII.,  page  13.)  We  fully  agree 
with  his  conclusions  in  this  respect.  Furthermore,  when  oil  is 
found,  not  only  should  the  cost  of  the  well  and  a  proper  propor- 
tion of  the  lease  investment  be  charged  to  oil  invesknent,  and 
gas  investment  correspondingly  reduced,  but  the  oil  investment  or 
oil-operating  expense  should  be  charged  with  its  proper  propor- 
tion of  the  past  and  future  carrying  charges  upon  such  lease,  and 
gas  investment  or  expense  credited  therewith.  Also  the  cost  of 
drilling  dry  or  nonpaying  wells  in  territory  producing  both  oil 
and  gas  should  be  borne  in  the  proportion  above  indicated. 
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Overinvestment  in  Unoperaied  Acreage. 

The  applicant  is  now  carrying  as  a  part  of  its  gas  investment, 
as  reserve  gas  territory,  770,034  acres  called  "unoperated  lease- 
holds," Valued  at  $6.92  per  acre  and  aggregating  an  investment 
charge  of  $5,329,512.26.  Of  this  acreage  about  403,000  acres 
are  held  for  oil  and  gas,  about  344,600  acres  for  gas  only,  about 
1,400  acres  for  oil  only,  and  about  21,000  acres  in  fee  or  mineral 
fee.  (Erickson's  table  VIIL)  The  rentals,  taxes,  and  other 
carrying  charges  upon  this  acreage  are  carried  as  a  gas-operating 
expense  and  paid  from  gas  earnings.  The  operated  and  unop- 
erated  acreage  carried  by  the  applicant,  the  number  of  produc- 
^^S  S^^  wells  thereon,  and  the  millions  of  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold 
for  the  years  1911-1916,  appear  in  the  following  table: 


Operated  acreage   

iruoperated  acreage  .... 
Numlier    producing    gas 

wells    

Millions    cubic    feet   gas 

sold   


20,316 

798,804 

320 
28,621 


1913.       1914.       1016. 


1016. 


35J48|  41,728  i  46,450  52,340 
884,705  777,405  810,924  770,034 


301 


451 


507, 


560 


28.1531    29veS3     29,605     30,200 


(See  Bird's  exhibit  No.  6.) 

It  will  be  observed  from  the  foregoing  table  that  applicant's 
3-eserve  unoperated  acreage,  except  for  increases  in  1913  and 
1915,  has  been  maintained  at  approximately  the  present  area; 
that  the  operated  acreage  since  1913  has  increased  from  5,000 
to  7,000  acres  annually;  that  its  producing  gas  wells  have  in- 
ci'eased  at  the  average  rate  of  56  each  year;  that  the  average  an- 
nual production  of  each  as  measured  by  sales  has  been  71,000,000 
cubic  feet,  the  average  production  for  1916  being  in  excess  of 
70,000,000  cubic  feet ;  that  the  average  number  of  acres  for  each 
producing  well  is  95,  and  that  being  the  proportion  of  'operated 
acres  per  gas  well  in  1916;  that  the  average  annual  sales  of  gas 
have  been  29,777  millions  cubic  feet ;  that  there  was  no  substan- 
tial increase  in  sales  from  1912  to  1915,  but  that  the  sales  for 
1916  were  approximately  30  per  cent  more  than  the  sales  of  the 
previous  year.  From  these  statistics,  a  comparatively  simple 
calculation  would  demonstrate  the  reserve  unoperated  acreage 
the  applicant  should  carry  to  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  gas 
to  its  consumers  for  flie  present  rate  period,  but  for  the  obvious 
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existence  of  certain  unknown  faotors  or  elements  necessarily  en- 
tering into  any  such  calculation,  viz.^  the  percentage  of  unoperat- 
cd  acreage  held  by  applicant  that  will  prove  productive;  the 
productive  life  of  its  operated  acreage;  the  volume  of  production 
and  life  of  future  wells ;  and,  finally,  the  extent  of  its  consum- 
ers' future  demands.  The  gas  sales  for  the  first  six  months  of 
1917  are  equal  to  nearly  90  per  cent  of  the  total  sales  for  1916, 
and  in  excess  of  the  sales  for  any  previous  year.  There  is  no 
proof  before  us  showing  even  the  probable  productive  value  of  ap- 
plicant's unoperated  acreage,  or  what  production  will  be  neces- 
sary to  meet  future  demands,  except  in  so  far  as  the  same  may 
be  indicated  or  forecast  by  applicant's  past  experience.  In  the 
absence  of  these  facts,  to  determine  this  question  we  must  neces- 
sarily enter  somewhat  into  the  field  of  speculation,  guided  only 
by  the  facts  before  us  and  the  opinions  of  thoee  qualified  to  speak 
touching  the  matter  at  issue. 

[2]  It  is  earnestly  urged  by  counsel  for  applicant  that  we 
should  not  undertake  to  substitute  for  the  sound  judgment  of  the 
executive  officers  of  the  applicant  company  the  opinions  of  rate 
experts  or  our  own  opinion  as  to  the  amount  of  reserve  acreage 
required ;  that  this  reserve  acreage  has  been  carried  by  the  appli- 
cant at  the  expense,. not  of  its  consumers^  but  of  its  stockholders, 
since  the  rates  in  force  did  not  pay  a  fair  return  upon  the  invest- 
ment; that  if  it  had  not  secured  this  acreage  when  it  did  it  prob- 
ably could  not  have  secured  it  at  all, — that  it  was  a  case  of  "now 
or  never;"  that  the  interest  of  the  company  and  its  consumers 
are  identical,  and  that  there  will  be  no  incentive  to  retain  its, 
large  investment  in  unoperated  acreage,  if  the  company  is  re- 
ijuired  to  bear  the  entire  hazard  of  it  being  ultimately  found  pro- 
ductive. On  the  other  hand  counsel  for  protestants  insist  that 
the  proportion  of  operated  to  unoperated  acreage  is  entirely  dis- 
proportionate;  that  applicant's  large  investment  in  unoperated 
acreage  imposes  an  unjust  and  unnecessary  burden  upon  its  con- 
sumers when  required  to  pay  rates  to  insure  a  fair  return  there- 
on, plus  rentals  and  taxes ;  and  that,  based  upon  the  company's 
past  experience,  the  acreage  carried  is  far  in  excess  of  the  amount 
required  for  the  ensuing  rate  period. 

Weight  should  be  given  to  the  judgment  and  discretion  of  ap- 
plicant's managing  officers  as  to  the  amount  of  reserve  acreage 
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needed  for  future  use,  and  we  do  not  question  the  wisdom*  of  the 
investment  from  applicant's  standpoint;  but  when  it  is  apparent 
that  a  larger  acreage  has  been  acquired  than  past  experience  and  a 
reasonable  forecast  of  future  demands  would  justify  as  a  capital 
investment,  then  it  becomes  our  duty  to  define,  in  a  general  way, 
the  limits  of  the  reserve  acreage  that  may  be  properly  carried  at 
the  expense  of  the  consumers  of  the  present  rate  period.  Appli- 
cant's unoperated  acreage  is  carried  at  an  investment  valuation 
of  $6.92  per  acre,  which  valuation  applicant  says  represents  the 
bonus  or  first  annual  rentals  paid*  These  annual  rentals  run  as 
low  as  25  cents  per  acre,  and,  therefore,  in  other  cases,  must 
evidently  be  much  higher.  It  is  not  shown  how  much  of  the 
unoperated  acreage  is  probable  gas  territory  or  how  much  merely 
"wild  cat"  territory.  In  the  absence  of  this  information  there  is 
no  basis  upon  which  we  can  determine  the  value  of  any  particular 
part  of  applicant's  unoperated  acreage.  The  proved  gas  terri- 
tory is  worth  more  than  $6.92  per  acre ;  the  probable  gas  territory 
less  than  that  amount,  and  the  "wild  cat"  territory,  if  any  such 
there  be,  is  of  such  speculative  character  that  we  would  hesitate 
to  assign  to  it  any  value  ajs  a  capital  investment.  In  the  recent 
case  of  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company  it  was  shown  that 
it  held  about  23,000  acres  of  what  might  be  termed  possible  gas 
or  "wild  cat"  territory.  No  claim  was  made  by  this  company 
on  account  of  this  acreage  as  an  investment  charge,  and  no  value 
was  assigned  thereto  by  the  Conamission.  In  the  case  of  Re 
Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Co.  post,  — ,  — ,  — ,  the  appli- 
cant there  held  330,000  acres  of  land  in  fee  and  mineral  fee; 
192,000  acres  of  this  land  was  leased  to  other  gas  producing 
companies;  and  about  140,000  acres  held  by  the  applicant  as 
proved  or  probable  gas  territory.  In  that  case  the  Commission 
allowed  the  applicant  as  an  investment  charge  25,000  acres  as 
proved  gas  territory,  at  a  valuation  of  $25  per  acre,  and  made  no 
allowance  for  the  additional  acreage  held  by  the  applicant. 

[3]  We  do  not  approve  of  the  "now  or  never"  policy  urged 
by  counsel  for  applicant  as  ground  for  holding  a  vast  acreage  in 
reserve,  upon  the  principle  that  it  may  otherwise  be  acquired 
by  others  engaged  in  the  business  of  producing  natural  gas. 
We  do  not  deem  it  necessary  for  the  security  of  applicanrti's  busi- 
ness that  it  control  all  probable  gas  territory  in  reasonable  prox- 
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*  

imity  to  its  production  field  or  transmission  lines.  The  appli- 
cant has  an  established  business,  consisting  of  many  miles  of 
transmission  lines  and  a  number  of  large  distributing  plants.  It 
i*5  shown  that  applicant  has  been  purchasing  from  other  producers 
a  little  more  than  one  fourth  of  the  gas  produced  and  sold  by  it, 
at  a  price  that  seems  somewhat  more  than  the  cost  of  production 
to  the  applicant  company.  It  therefore  seems  superfluous  to 
say  the  mere  fact  the  applicant  does  not  own  all  the  producing 
gas  acreage  in  proximity  to  its  fields  and  lines  necessarily  means 
it  will  thereby  be  deprived  of  the  gas  production  therefrom.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  judging  from  applicant's  past  experience,  and 
our  general  knowledge  of  its  location  and  strategic  situation,  it 
seems  more  than  probable  that*  it  should  be  able  to  procure  gas 
produced  from  adjacent  territory  by  independent  operators  at  a 
reasonable  price. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  are  of  opinion  that  applicant  has 
an  overinvestment  in  unoperated  acreage  far  beyond  the  reason- 
able reserve  required  for  the  future  needs  of  its  consumers.  If  a 
reasonable  percentage  of  this  acreage  should  prove  productive, 
then  the  enhancement  in  value  will  compensate  for  the  hazard 
of  carrying  a  temporarily  unremunerative  investment.  If  it  is 
barren,  a  reasonable  amount  of  prospect  drilling  would  establish 
that  fact,  and  the  worthless  area  should  be  surrendered. 

[4]  We  are  of  opinion  that  the  applicant  should  only  cany 
at  the  expense  of  its  consumers  such  undeveloped  land  as  will 
insure  uninterrupted  service  and  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  under 
a  reasonable  forecast  of  future  conditions.  If  we,  therefore,  as- 
sume that,  on  account  of  exhaustion  of  its  gas  fields  and  increased 
consumption,  the  applicant  will  require  150  additional  producing 
wells  each  year  to  meet  the  depletion  of  wells  and  increasing  de- 
mand, and  that  a  reasonable  percentage  of  its  undeveloped  terri- 
tory will  prove  productive,  then  it  would  seem  that  50  per  cent 
of  its  present  investment  in  unoperated  acreage  constitutes  an 
ample  reserve  for  the  present  rate  period,  and  upon  which  it  is 
entitled  to  earn  a  fair  return.  The  reasonableness  of  this  limi- 
tation is  further  apparent  when  it  is  remembered  that  the  appli- 
cant is  earning  enormous  profits  from  its  oil  and  gasolene  busi- 
ness, which  are  dependent  for  future  expansion  and  development 
tipon  the  probable  productiveness  of  the  undeveloped  acreage  held 
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as  gas  reserve,  without  making  any  substantial  contribution  to  the 
expense  of  carrying  charges  or  return  upon  the  investment.  We 
find  the  fair  value  of  applicant's  investment  in  unoperated  acre- 
age chargeable  to  its  gas  business  to  be  $2,664,766.13.  We  do 
not  deem  it  necessary  to  the  decision  of  this  case  to  pass  upon 
the  matter  of  assigning  to  applicant's  oil  investment  a  percentage 
of  the  overinvestment  in  unoperated  acreage. 

Gasolene  Investment, 

[5]  The  applicant  company  b^an  the  manufacture  of  gaao^ 
lene  from  natural  gas  in  1916,  and  at  the  end  of  that  year  had 
an  investment  in  that  business  of  $279,972.46,  and  net  earnings 
of  $299,293.45.  The  investment  in  this  business  for  1917  is  not 
shown,  but  the  net  earnings  therefrom  for  the  first  six  months  of 
that  year,  as  shown  by  Seyffert's  exhibit  No.  12,  were  $722,- 
204.81.  Neither  Seyffert  nor  Bird  include  the  gasolene  invest- 
ment earnings  or  expenses  as  a  part  of  applicant's  gas  business, 
but  treat  it  as  an  independent  separate  enterprise,  in  no  way  con- 
nected with  the  gas  business.  Erickson  includes  the  investment 
in  gasolene  stations  as  a  part  of  the  gas  investment,  and  treats 
the  net  gasolene  earnings  as  a  credit  to  production  exp^ise,  upon 
the  theory  that  the  gasolene  business  is  essentially  a  part  of  the 
gas  business  and  in  the  nature  of  a  by-product,  anal(^u&  to  coal 
tar  and  coke  and  other  residual  products  arising  from  the  manu- 
facture of  artificial  gas  from  coal. 

Gasolene  is  extracted  from  natural  gas  by  passing  the  whole 
volume  of  gas  produced  through  what  is  known  as  the  Seybolt 
process, — a  patented  invention  owned  by  the  Standard  Oil  Gom- 
pany  and  leased  or  licensed  to  the  African  Company  throu^ 
the  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company  upon  a  royalty  basis.  The 
applicant  produces  from  162-|  to  166  gallons  of  gasolene  from 
each  million  cubic  feet  of  gas  passed  through  this  process. 
The  volume  of  gas  is  reduced  by  this  process  to  the  extent  of 
fibout  80  cubic  feet  per  gallon  of  gasolene,  some  gas  is  wasted 
in  the  process  and  the  B.T.TJ.  or  heat  units  of  the  re- 
maining gas  reduced  from  16  to  22  points.  The  British  thermal 
units  of  West  Virginia  gas  is  about  1,160.  The  extraction  of 
gasolene  also  removes  from  the  gas  passed  through  said  process 
oil,  water,  iand  sand,  and  renders  the?  gas  cleaner  and  more  de- 
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Hirable  for  domestic  use.  The  removal  of  water  prevents  freez- 
ing of  mains  and  distributing  lines.  The  removal  of  gasolene 
and  oil  prevents  disintegration  of  rubber  couplings  in  mains, 
and  as  a  further  result  of  the  process  much  gas  is  saved  that  would 
otherwise  be  wasted  in  blowing  out  drips  in  field  and  transmis- 
sion lines  for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  water,  oil,  and  gaso- 
lene  collecting  therein.  The  manufacture  of  gasolene  by  virtue 
of  the  war  prices  now  prevailing  has  been  enormously  profitable  to 

a 

the  applicant,  the  net  earnings  from  this  source  for  1916  being  in 
excess  of  the  total  investment  cost  for  that  year,  and  the  earnings 
for  the  first  six  months  of  1917  being  much  greater. 

Under  the  facts  as  presented  by  this  case^  what  is  the  relation 
of  the  applicant's  gasolene  business  to  its  gas  business  ?  The  ap- 
plicant contends  that  its  gasolene  business  is  a  private  enterprise, 
operated  as  independent  and  separate  from  its  gas  business  and 
in  no  way  connected  with  its  activities  as  a  public  utility,  and 
that  neither  the  profits  nor  losses  arising  therefrom  should  be 
considered  by  us  as  in  any  manner  affecting  the  rates  that  should 
be  paid  by  its  gas  consumers ;  that  private  enterprises  incidental- 
ly conducted  by  public  utilities  should  be  segregated  as  to  in- 
vestments and  earnings  from  that  part  of  their  business  devoted 
to  the  public  service ;  and  that,  even  in  the  case  of  a  utility  per- 
forming two  or  more  separable  ptthlic  services,  it  must,  so  far  as 
possible,  establish  and  maintain  such  rates  as  that  each  service 
shall  afford  a  reasonable  return  and  no  more  upon  the  investment 
therein,  so  that  the  patrons  of  one  service  may  not  be  called  upon 
to  bear  or  make  good  the  losses  of  the  other. 

And,  finally,  counad  for  applicant  insist  that  it  is  entitled  to 
a  reasonable  return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  devoted  by  it 
to  the  service  of  supplying  gas  to  its  consumers ;  that  if  it  should 
make  an  injudicious  or  unprofitable  investment  outside  of  the 
field  of  its  public  service,  no  allowance  eould  or  should  be  made 
for  the  loss  sustained  in  fixing  ratoQ  which  the  public  should  be 
I'equired  to  pay,  and  conversely,  if  it  should  make  a  judicious 
or  profitable  investment  in  a  private  business,  outside  the  scope  of 
its  public  service^  the  profits  arising  tlierefr(»n  should  likewise 
not  be  considered  as  a3i  element  affecting  rates  for  its  public 
service. 

On  the  other  hand,  counsel  for  protestants  vigorously  and 
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fcNrcefolly  contend  that  applicant's  gasolene  business  is  essentially 
a  part  of  its  gas  business  and  is  properly  a  by-produet  thereof ; 
that  gasolene  cannot  be  profitably  produced  from  natural  gas 
without  a  large  investment  in  leases^  wells,  and  mains  necessary 
to  produce  the  great  volume  of  gas  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
gasolene ;  that  artificial  gas  utilities  as  well  as  courts  and  rate- 
regulating  bodies  treat  cdke  and  coal  tar  arising  from  the  manu- 
facture of  artificial  gas  as  a  by*product  of  that  business^  and 
credit  to  the  operating  expense  the  profits  arising  from  the  sale 
of  such  by-products ;  that  inasmuch  as  the  process  of  the  manu- 
facture of  the  gasolene  tends  to  improve  the  residual  gas,  espe^ 
cially  for  domestic  use,  by  removing  certain  foreign  substances 
therefrom,  and  prevents  certain  wastage  otherwise  necessary  for 
the  i-emoval  of  such  substance,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  utility 
to  make  such  saving  and  improvement ;  and  that  since  applicant 
as  a  public  utility  has  acquired  certain  rights,  franchises,  and 
privileges  not  held  by  persons  or  corporations  generally,  and 
since  the  whole  volume  of  the  gas  produced  is  used  in  the  manu- 
facture or  extraction  of  gasolene,  the  applicant  should  not  be 
permitted  to  avail  itself  of  the  benefit  of  these  rights  and  privi- 
leges solely  for  private  gain;  and  that  therefore,  for  those  rea- 
sons, the  gasolene  investment  should  be  charged  to  gas  investment 
imd  the  earnings  therefrom  credited  to  production  expense,  or 
that  a  proportionate  part  of  the  production  investment,  arrived 
>it  upon  the  ratio  of  the  value  of  the  production  of  applicant  for 
gasolene  and  gas  purposes,  respectively,  based  upon  the  earnings 
derived  by  the  applicant  from  the  two  branches  of  the  business, 
should  be  charged  to  the  gasolene  business,  the  effect  of  either 
method  bringing  about  practically  the  same  result. 

The  applicant  insists  that,  if  the  gasolene  business  is  to  be  at 
all  considered  as  affecting  the  rates  to  be  diarged  in  its  gas  busi- 
ness, it  should  only  be  cha*rged  with  such  part  of  the  produc- 
tion and  transmission  investment  as  the  actual  amount  of  gas 
consumed  in  the  process  bears  to  the  whole  volume  of  gas  pro- 
duced (in  this  case  less  than  ^  of  1  per  cent)  and  which  amount 
applicant's  counsel  estimates,  based  upon  the  figures  submitted 
by  Mr.  Bird,  at  about  $90,000. 

It  will  thus  be  seen  we  are  called  upon  to  determine  whether 
or  not  it  is  proper  to  treat  the  gasolene  business  as  a  by-product 
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of  the  gas  business,  oharging  the  investment  therein  to  gas  in- 
vestment and  crediting  the  profits  therefrom  to  gas  operating  ex- 
pense, or  to  assign  to  gasolene  investment  a  proper  proportion  of 
the  production  and  transmission  investment  in  the  gas  business, 
based  upon  the  ratio  of  the  actual  volume  of  gas  consumed  as 
compared  to  the  whole  volume  produced,  or  to  ascertain  what  is 
a  fair,  equitable,  and  just  treatment  of  this  problem. 

Mr.  Bird,  a  witness  for  the  applicant,  says  regarding  this 
question :  ''I  should  say  that  the  fairest  way  to  do  would  be  to 
apportion  a  proper  amount  of  the  investment  in  the  production 
field  to  the  gasolene  business,"  and  that  he  figured  roughly  ^  of  1 
per  cent  would  be  the  proper  apportionment.  He  distinguishes 
the  artificial  gas  business  from  the  gasolene  business  by  saying: 
"The  only  way  that  artificial  gas  can  be  manufactured  is  by  pro- 
ducing the  by-products  of  coke,  tar,  and  ammonia.  It  is  a  neces- 
sary part  of  the  process;  always  has  been  that  way;  and  the 
gasolene  in  the  natural  gas  business,  for  years  and  years  no 
gasolene  was  produced  at  all.  Gasolene  is  not  produced  in  all 
natural  gas ;  it  is  not  present  in  all  natural  gas.  I  can  see  no 
analogy  between  the  two  things  at  all." 

Mr.  Erickson,  a  witness  for  the  protestants,  in  his  report,  page 
25,  says :  "The  gasolene  business  in  this  instance  is  essentially  a 
part  of  the  gas  business.  Whether  or  not  the  heat  unit  contents 
of  the  gas  is  materially  lowered  does  not  alter  the  fact  that  the 
gasolene  station  is  essentially  dependent  upon  the  existence  of 
the  gas  in  mains  for  its  own  existence.  A  close  analogy  is  found 
in  the  artificial  gas  utilities  where  the  earnings  from  the  sale  of 
residuals  are  either  carried  as  earnings  or  credited  to  production 
expense."  He  further  says  that,  if  this  course  is  not  adopted 
with  reference  to  the  gasolene  business,  some  other  method  must 
be  devised  "whereby  the  gasolene  business  is  assessed  for  a  rea- 
sonable proportion  of  the  fixed  and  operating  costs  now  entirely 
chargeable  to  the  gas  business  or  apportioned  between  gas  and 
oil.  This  method  presents  many  difficulties,  however,  in  arriving 
at  a  fair  proportiomnent  Furthermore,  such  shifting  of  fixed 
and  operating  costs  would  undoubtedly  lead  to  substantially  the 
same  result.  To  treat  the  net  gasolene  earnings  as  a  ci'edit  to 
production  expense  seems  most  equitable  and  least  likely  to  lead 
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to  incorrect  results."  Upon  this  basis  he  included  gasolene  in- 
vestment as  a  charge  to  gas  investment 

Neither  this  question  nor  one  of  sinalar  character  has  ever  be- 
fore been  presented  to  this  Commission  for  decision,  and  we  have 
found  no  reports  or  decisions  of  courts  or  commissions  that  we 
could  regard  as  a  precedent  We  recognize  the  force  and  strength 
of  the  respective  theories  presented  by  counsel  for  applicant  and 
protestants,  and  the  rate  and  valuation  experts  testifying  for 
them;  and  being  fully  cognizant  of  the  far-reaching  effect  and 
great  importance  of  our  conclusions  in  this  respect,  not  only  as 
pertains  to  the  instant  oase^  but  as  establishing  a  precedent  that 
may  necessarily  affect  applications  for  rate  regulation  that  may 
be  hereafter  made  by  both  gas  utilities  of  this  state  and  the  gas 
consumers,  we  have  given  this  matter  the  most  careful  thought, 
study,  and  consideration  in  the  endeavor  to  reach  a  conclusion 
that,  while  taking  into  consideration  and  giving  proper  weight 
to  all  the  various  elements  involved,  would  be  fair,  just,  and 
equitable  to  all  interests  affected. 

We  cannot  wholly  subscribe  to  the  theories  advanced  by  either 
the  applicant  or  the  protestants.  We  agree  with  some  of  the 
general  principles  contended  for,  but  not  with  the  conclusions 
deduced  therefrom.  The  extraction  of  gasolene  from  natural 
gas  is  in  its  nature  a  private  business,  which  may  or  may  not  be 
incidental  to  the  production  of  natural  gas.  Gas  may  be,  has 
been,  and  is  produced  and  sold  without  extracting  the  gasolene 
contents  therefrom.  Some  natural  gas  carries  no  gasolene  in 
marketable  quantity,  and  the  quantity  of  gasolene  that  can  be 
produced  from  a  given  unit  or  volume  of  gas  varies  with  the 
different  ffelds.  In  this  respect  it  is  not  analogous  to  the  by-prod- 
Ticts  arising  from  the  manufacture  of  artificial  gas,  since  the 
manufacture  of  those  by-products  is  an  essential  part  of  the 
process  by  which  the  artificial  gas  is  produced.  It  is  admittedly 
true  that  a  large  volume  of  natural  gas  is  and  must  be  used  in  the 
gasolene  process,  but  the  quantity  of  gas  consumed  and  the  con- 
sequent reduction  of  heat  units  in  the  gas  passing  through  said 
process  is  perhaps  equalized  from  the  standpoint  of  the  con- 
sumer, as  well  as  the  operating  company,  by  the  improvement  in 
the  quality  of  the  gas  for  domestic  purposes,  the  -saving  of  wastage 
in  removing  from  the  gas  foreign  substances  which  must  other- 
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wise  be  removed  by  'T^lowing  drips."  It  ib  not  profitable  to 
produce  gas  for  the  manufacture  of  gasolene  alone.  A  large  in- 
vestmeiit  in  leases,  wells,  field,  and  transmission  lines  is  essential 
to  the  profitable  existence  of  the  business,  yet  there  seems  to  be 
no  practical  way  of  ascertaining  to  what  extent  that  investment 
should  be  assigned  to  the  gasolene  business.  Oasolene  is  not  al- 
ways manufactured  by  the  producing  campany.  In  a  case  recent- 
ly decided  by  this  Commission  (Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas 
Co.  No.  557)  it  was  shown  that  the  privilege  of  extracting  gaso- 
lene from  the  gas  produced  by  that  company  had  been  granted  to 
the  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company  upon  a  royalty  basis  of  60  per 
cent  of  the  output.  In  other  wcnrds,  the  Hope  Natural  Gras  Com- 
pany provides  the  entire  investment  necessary  for  the  extraction 
of  gasolene,  and  pays  the  producing  company  one  half  of  the  out- 
put for  the  privilege  of  using  its  production  in  the  manufacture 
of  gasolene.  There  is  no  direct  evidence  in  this  case  showing  the 
value  of  gas  per  unit  of  volume  used  in  making  gasolene.  There 
seems  to  be  no  known  exact  measure  of  this  value.  The  Stand- 
ard Oil  Company,  owning  what  seems  to  be  the  only  practical 
process  (the  Seybolt  process)  has,  to  a  certain  ext^it,  monopolis- 
tic control  of  the  gasolene  business.  It  is  apparent  that  the 
process  of  the  manufacture  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas  is,  in 
practical  effect,  a  "use"  rather  than  a  ^'consumption"  of  said 
gas.  In  our  opinion,  therefore,  the  only  correct  method  of  treat- 
ment is  to  credit  to  production  expense,  and  such  part  of  trans- 
mission expense  as  may  be  proper,  the  fair  value  of  the  use  of 
the  gas  production  per  unit  of  volume  used  in  the  process  of  the 
manufacture  of  gasolene.  In  other  words,  if  1,000,000  cubic 
feet  of  gas  will  produce  162^  to  165  gallons  of  gasolene,  with  the 
result  that  there  is  a  loss  of  30  cubic  feet  of  said  gas  in  voliune 
per  gallon  of  gasolene,  and  a  further  loss  of  from  15  to  22  points 
in  heat  units,  and  with  the  further  result  that  the  remaining  gas 
is  left  free  of  water,  sand,  and  oil,  rendering  the  same  more  de- 
sirable for  domestic  use,  lessening  the  danger  of  injury  to  pipe 
lines  from  freezing  and  otherwise,  and  saving  the  waste  of  gas 
in  blowing  out  drips,  so  that  the  loss  in  volume  or  heat  units  is 
compensated  by  improvement  in  quality  and  saving  of  wastage, 
such  loss  cannot  fairly  be  made  the  basis  of  the  charge  for  such 
use ;  but  there  is  and  should  be  some  way  of  ascertaining  the  rea- 
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sonable  value  of  the  use  of  tliat  million  cubic  feet  of  gas  to  the 
gasolene  manufacturer  and  the  gas  producer.  Doctor  Gai'ner, 
witness  for  applicant,  says  the  cost  of  the  mechanical  operation 
of  producing  gasolene  from  natural  gas  is  from  4  to  8  cents  per 
gallon,  depending  on  the  capacity  of  the  plant;  that  if  the  appli- 
cant sells  its  product  in  tank  cars  at  15  cents  per  gallon  it  pays 
a  royalty  to  the  owner  of  the  process  of  2  cents  per  gallon,  and  if 
sold  at  20  cents  per  gallon  it  pays  a  royalty  of  3  cents  a  gallon  and 
80  on.  It  therefore  seema  that  the  average  cost  of  the  manufac- 
lure  of  gasolene,  including  royalty  and  excluding  a  return  upon 
investment,  does  not  exceed  from  6  to  10  c^its  per  gallon.  Of 
course  to  find  the  actual  cost  per  gallon  we  must  take  into  con* 
sideration  a  fair  return  upon  the  investment,  as  well  as  the  neces- 
sary operating  expenses.  However,  taking  applicant's  figures 
for  its  gas  production  in  1916,  and  assuming  that  the  total  volume 
of  that  production  passed  through  its  gasolene  stations,  and  using 
its  figures  for  its  net  earnings  from  the  gasolene  business  for  that 
year,  we  have  the  result  that  the  use  of  89,000  millions  cubic 
feet  of  gas  earned  a  net  return  of  approximately  $300,000,  or 
nearly  $7  per  million  cubic  feet  of  gas  so  used ;  and  if  we  further 
assiune  that  one  half  the  net  earnings  is  the  proper  measure  of 
the  value  of  the  gas  so  used,  then  it  would  seem  that  the  produc- 
tion and  transmission  expense  of  the  applicant  should  be  credited 
with  one  half  of  said  net  earnings,  or  approximately  $150,000, 
as  the  proper  measure  of  the  value  of  the  use  of  said  gas  in  the 
gasolene  process.  Certainly  the  remaining  net  earnings,  or 
$150,000,  is  a  most  liberal  return  upon  the  gasolene  investment 
for  1916  of  $279,972.45.  Upon  a  similar  basis  approximately 
31,000  millions  cubic  feet  of  gas,  the  production  of  the  applicant 
for  the  first  six  months  of  1917,  earned  by  virtue  of  its  use  in  the 
gasolene  process  net  profits  amounting  to  more  than  $700,000,  or 
in  excess  of  $22.50  per  million  cubic  feet  of  gas  thus  used ;  and  if 
one  half  of  the  net  earnings  from  the  gasolene  business  is  the  fair 
value  of  the  use  of  said  gas,  then  applicant's  production  and  trans- 
mission expense  for  the  first  half  of  1917  should  be  credited  with 
approximately  $850,000.  This  would  leave  an  equal  amount  for 
a  return  upon  a  gasolene  investment,  which  at  the  end  of  the 
jear  1916  was  less  than  $300,000. 

[6]  In  our  opinion  it  is  the  duty  of  the  utility  to  sell  the  use 
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of  its  gas  in  the  gasolene  process  for  its  reasonable  valne,  as  if 
dealing  with  a  stranger  at  arm's  length.  In  other  words,  a  gas 
utility  should  not  be  permitted  to  sell  the  use  of  its  gas  to  itself 
for  a  private  enterprise  for  less  than  its  fair  market  value,  or 
the  price  that  could  be  obtained  if  said  production  should  be 
offered  upon  the  open  market.  The  reasonable  value  of  that  use 
is  the  measure  of  the  earnings  from  that  source  that  should  be 
properly  credited  to  production  and  transmission  expense. 

[7]  As  we  have  pointed  out,  the  record  of  this  cause  does  not 
directly  disclose  the  measure  of  the  value  of  that  use;  but  upon 
the  basis  of  the  figures  presented  showing  the  total  production 
for  1916  and  the  first  six  months  of  1917,  the  net  earnings  from 
gasolene  production  for  that  period  and  the  gasolene  investment 
for  1916,  we  are  justified  in  concluding  that,  measured  upon  the 
basis  of  net  earnings  from  gasol^ie  production,  as  above  set  forth, 
the  value  of  the  privilege  of  using  applicant's  gas  for  the  produc- 
tion and  extraction  of  gasolene  is  equal  at  the  least  to  one  half 
of  the  net  profits  arising  out  of  the  business,  and  that  earnings 
from  this  source  should  be  properly  credited  to  applicant's  pro- 
duction and  transmission  expense.  We  so  find.  It  is  obvious^ 
however,  that  the  basis  here  announced  as  the  value  of  the  use 
of  gas  for  the  production  of  gasolene  does  not  establish  a  con- 
trolling precedent,  and  that  upon  a  proper  showing  of  facts  we 
might  arrive  at  a  different  conclusion  as  to  the  value  of  this  use. 
We  realize  that  the  basis'  here  fixed  is  somewhat  arbitrary ;  but, 
in  the  absence  of  exact  facts  and  figures,  we  have  endeavored  to 
so  adjust  our  conclusions  as  to  be  sure  of  doing  no  injustice  to  the 
applicant. 

Overhead  Costs. 

[8]  Mr.  Bird,  valuation  engineer  for  applicant,  adds  to  the 
actual  cost  of  book  value  of  applicant's  physical  property  15  per 
cent  as  overhead  costs,  amounting  to  the  sum  of  $3,709,715. 
(Bird's  exhibit  No.  3.)  He  defines  ^'overhead"  as  covering  or- 
ganization expenses,  legal  expenses,  and  interest  during  con- 
struction, and  says  that,  from  his  investigation,  he  is  convinced 
that  but  little  of  what  is  ordinarily  called  "overhead  charges"  is 
reflected  in  the  books  of  the  company. 

Mr.  Erickson,  for  the  protestants,  is  of  opinion  that  15  per 
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cent  i«  a  fair  average  allowance  for  overhead  charges,  which  he 
asfiumes  is  chiefly  represented  by  salaries  of  oiRcers.  The  amount 
of  his  addition  to  value  of  applicant's  property  for  this  item, 
being  based  on  a  lower  valuation  of  the  physical  property,  is 
$2,249,376.99.  Respectable  authority  is  not  wanting  to  justify 
{in  addition  to  the  actual  cost  or  reproduction  cost  or  a  percentage 
thereof  or  a  lump  sum  to  cover  cost  of  management,  engineering, 
interest  during  construction,  taxes  and  insurance,  and  to  cover 
expenditures  due  to  unforeseen  conditions  and  unprofitable  ex- 
penditures and  losses  that  would  be  reasonably  anticipated  in 
the  execution  of  similar  work  under  the  same  general  conditions. 
The  reasons  assigned  for  an  allowance  for  overhead  charges  are 
not  so  obvious  when  based  upon  actual  investment  cost  as  when 
based  upon  reproduction  cost  new.  In  the  former  case  most  all 
the  items  of  expenditure  included  in  the  term  "overhead"  should 
be  found  on  the  company's  books  and  be  included  in  the  actual  or 
investment  cost,  while  in  the  latter  case,  especially  when  repro- 
4luction  cost  is  based  upon  unit  prices  as  of  the  present  or  an 
average  for  a  period  of  years,  certain  items  of  overhead  expendi- 
ture might  not  be  considered  or  included. 

In  the  case  of  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  decided  by  this 
Commission  October  21,  1916,  P.U.R.1917A,  677,  no  additional 
value  was  allowed  for  overhead,  for  the  reason  that  the  expehse 
of  organization,  if  any,  was  not  shown,  and  because  it  appeared 
that  since  the  organization  all  items  usually  included  by  the 
term  "overhead"  had  been  paid  from  operating  revenue.  In  the 
oase  of  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company,  recently  decided 
ly  this  Conunission,  no  allowance  was  made  for  overhead,  be- 
cause it  was  not  shown  that  the  items  usually  included  by  this 
term  were  not  paid  out  of  operating  expenses,  and  because  it 
appeared  that,  in  a  large  measure,  the  plant  was  constructed  and 
developed  under  the  supervision  and  management  of  the  officers 
of  the  Eastern  Oil  Company,  who  were  being  paid  large  salaries 
during  said  construction  and  development  period,  upon  the  theory 
that,  if  the  consumers  of  the  utility  had  been  charged  with  and 
paid  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  operation  overhead  charges,  in  the 
way  of  salaries  to  officers  of  the  utility,  it  would  be  inequitable  to 
<5apitalhee  the  amount  so  paid,  and  require  the  consumers  to  pay 
a  return  thereon. 
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In  this  case  the  applicant  company  was  organized  in  1903  with 
an  authorized  capital  stock  of  $1,000,000.  The  investment  in 
its  plant  and  property  up  to  the  year  1909  aggregated  something 
over  $1,000,000.  In  that  year  it  purchased  the  property  and 
assets  of  the  United  States  Natural  Gas  Company,  consisting  of 
certain  leases  and  wells,  and  the  distributing  plants  at  Charles- 
ton and  Huntington  and  other  places,  with  an  actual  investment 
of  about  $2,200,000.  The  applicant  paid  for  said  property  in 
cash  and  in  indebtedness  assumed  about  $4,500,000.  The  appU- 
cant's  investment  was  further  increased  about  the  same  time  to 
the  extent  of  about  $7,000,000  in  the  way  of  leases  taken  over 
principally  from  the  Hope  Natural  Gas  Company.  Altogether 
applicant's  plant  account  investment  was  increased  by  this  pur- 
chase to  about  $11,000,000.  The  record  does  not  disclose  at 
what,  if  any,  advance  over  the  actual  cost  the  leases  from  the 
Hope  Natural  Gas  Company  and  others  were  acquired,  but  it 
is  shown  that  the  applicant  paid  for  the  property  of  the  United 
States  Natural  Gas  Company  something  over  twice  the  actual 
investment  cost.  (Statistician's  Eeport,  pages  1  to  4.)  It  seems, 
however,  that  the  properties  acquired  by  the  applicant  were  de- 
veloped, live,  going  concerns,  and  had  passed  the  period  within 
which  the  cost  of  management,  engineering,  interest  during  con- 
struction, taxes,  and  insurance  and  other  unforeseen  expenditures 
would  not  be  reflected  upon  the  books  of  the  company  as  a  charge 
to  capital  or  to  operating  expenses.  We  believe  we  may  justly 
infer  that  these  various  charges  called  ^'overhead"  were  largely^ 
if  not  entirely,  added  to  the  actual  investment  cost  of  these  prop- 
erties and  included  in  the  purchase  price  paid  by  the  applicant. 
These  properties  stand  upon  the  books  of  the  applicant  at  that 
purchase  price  as  the  basis  of  the  actual  cost  of  the  investment 
The  overhead  expenditures  made  by  the  applicant  prior  to  the 
time  of  this  purchase  are  not  shown,  and  it  seems  that  all  ex- 
penditures of  this  character  made  by  the  applicant  since  its  pur- 
chase of  these  properties  have  either  been  paid  from  operating 
i^venues  or  charged  to  capital  account.  From  this  evidence 
we  are  not  convinced  that  the  applicant  has  made  expenditures  in 
the  way  of  overhead  charges  which  should  properly  be  chargeable 
to  investment  not  shown  on  its  books  in  any  such  large  sum  as  two 
and  a  quarter  million  dollars*     Doubtless  such  expenditures  have 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  UNITED  FUEL  GAS  COMPANY.  221 

i>een  made  by  the  applicant  as  well  as  the  constituent  companies 
purchased  by  it,  and  some  allowance  should  be  made  therefor. 
From  all  the  facts  before  us,  we  are  of  opinion  that  an  addition 
of  10  per  cent  to  the  actual  investment  in  its  physical  property 
is  a  liberal  allowance  for  this  purpose. 

Going  Value. 

[9]  The  applicant  contends  that  it  is  entitled  to  an  allowance 
of  10  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  physical  property  plus  the  al- 
lowance for  overhead  for  going  value.  Mr.  Bird  allows  that  per- 
centage under  the  head  of  "intangible  value,"  or  the  sum  of 
$2,077,448.  Mr.  Erickson  allows  an  equal  percentage  to  his 
valuation  upon  a  like  basis  or  the  sum  of  $1,724,522.36,  which 
he  terms  "going  value."  Mr.  Bird  defines  his  intangible  value 
as  "the  cost  of  the  going  concern  over  the  bare  physical  property ; 
the  cost  of  attaching  the  business."  Mr.  Erickson  says  that 
"going  value"  as  used  by  him  is  synonymous  with  intangible 
value  as  used  by  Bird,  and  defines  "going  value"  as  follows: 
"When  you  have  constructed  a  plant  and  it  is  ready  for  opera- 
tion you  are  not  through  investing  money,  because  then  you 
haven't  any  business.  You  have  to  work  for  several  years  before 
you  develop  a  paying  business,  and  in  the  meantime  your  ex- 
penses and  charges  exceed  your  income.  The  deficits  there  are 
probably  as  much  a  part  of  the  investment  as  the  investment  in 
the  physical  property.  In  determining  the  physical  property  the 
natural  thing  seems  the  cost  of  reproduction  and  interest,  I 
think.  I^Tow,  when  you  come  to  going  value,  the  cost  of  develop- 
ing the  business  or  development  expenses,  you  have  to  determine 
that  about  on  the  same  basis,  you  have  to  find  out  what  was  ex- 
pended, and  what  the  cost  would  be  under  existing  conditions. 
I  am  stating  it  in  a  round  about  way;  but  I  think  when  all  the 
facts  are  brought  in  that  "going  value"  can  best  be  defined  as  a 
development  valua  It  represents  that  cost  for  development 
which  you  must  incur  before  you  get  your  plant  up  to  the  point 
where  it  earns  an  amount  of  income." 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  in  the  case  of  Des 
Moines  Gas  Co.  v.. Des  Moines,  238  U.  S.  158,  69  L.  ed.  1244, 
P.U.R.1915D,  577,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  811,  defines  "going  value" 
as  "the  value  which  inheres  in  a  plant  where  its  business  is 
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cstabiiched  as  distinguished  from  one  which  has  yet  to  establish 
its  business."  A  further  definition  is  found  in  the  ease  of  the 
l^eople  ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  v.  Willcox,  210  N.  Y. 
479,  51  L.K.A.(N.S.)  1,  104  N.  E.  911,  from  which  we  quote 
as  follows: 

"What,  then,  is  'going  value,'  and  how  is  it  to  be  appraised  ? 

"It  takes  time  to  put  a  new  enterprise  of  any  magnitude  on 
its  feet,  after  the  construction  work  has  been  finished.  Mistakes 
of  construction  have  to  be  corrected.  Substitutions  have  to  be 
made.  Economics  have  to  be  studied.  Experiments  have  to  be 
made,  which  sometimes  turn  out  to  be  useless.  An  organization 
has  to  be  perfected.  Business  has  to  be  solicited  and  advertised 
for.  In  the  case  of  a  gas  company,  gratuitous  work  has  to  be 
done,  such  as  selling  appliances  at  less  than  a  fair  profit  and 
demonstrating  new  devices  to  induce  consumption  of  gas  and  to 
educate  the  public  up  to  the  maximum  point  of  consumption. 
None  of  those  things  is  reflected  in  the  value  of  the  physiciil 
property,  unless,  of  course,  exchange  value  be  taken,  which  is 
not  admissible  in  a  rate  case.  The  company  starts  out  with  the 
'bare  bones'  of  the  plant,  to  borrow  Mr.  Justice  Lurtou's  phrase 
in  Omaha  v.  Omaha  Water  Co.  218  U.  S.  180,  64  L,  ed.  901, 
48  L.RA.(N.S.)  1084,  3  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  615.  By  the  expendi- 
ture  of  time,  labor  and  money  it  co-ordinates  those  bones  into  an 
eificient  working  organism,  and  acquires  a  paying  business.  The 
proper  and  reasonable  cost  of  doing  that,  whether  included  in 
operating  expenses  or  not,  is  as  much  a  part  of  the  investment  of 
the  company  as  the  cost  of  the  physical  property." 

From  an  examination  of  many  of  the  cases  dealing  with  this 
subject  it  seems  that  there  is  some  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
what  elements  constitute  ''going  value/^  and  as  to  what  treatment 
this  value  should  receive  at  the  hands  of  rate-making  bodies.  It 
is  recognized  as  a  property  right  which  should  be  considered  in 
arriving  at  the  value  of  the  property  of  the  utility,  and  upon 
which  it  has  a  right  to  cam  a  return.  It  may  consist  of  two 
elements :  (a)  The  cost  of  assembling,  developing,  and  attaching 
the  business, — that  is,  the  difference  betwe^  the  vaJue  of  a  going 
concern  with  an  established  business  and  the  value  of  a  like 
plant  with  its  business  yet  to  establish ;  and  (b)  a  value  designed 
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to  reimburse  the  utility  for  a  deficiency  in  earning  during  the 
early  development  period. 
It  seems  that,  in  a  sense,  going  value,  to  the  extent  it  is  dc 

■ 

signed  to  reimburse  utilities  for  losses  sustained  during  the  de- 
velopment stage  of  the  business,  due  to  a  deficiency  of  net  earn- 
ings below  a  fair  return  on  the  investment,  is  a  legal  fiction, 
having  no  existence  in  point  of  fact  as  an  element  of  actual  value, 
but  to  the  extent  it  represents  the  diifer^nce  between  the  value 
of  an  assembled  going  concern,  with  an  established  business,  as 
distinguished  from  the  value  of  the  component  parts  of  an  equal 
plant  and  property  not  so  assembled  and  established,  it  represents 
a  real  element  of  value  and  a  property  right  upon  which  the 
owner  is  entitled  to  receive  a  fair  return. 

Qoing  value  is  not  always  allowed  as  an  addition  to  invest- 
ment. We  are  not  prepared  to  say  that,  in  every  case,  an  allow- 
ance should  be  made  for  this  purpose.  Certainly  in  a  case  where 
no  losses  are  shown,  where  there  is  no  deficiency  in  early  earnings, 
or  where  it  is  shown  that  such  losses,  if  any,  were  occasioned  by 
iTOss  mismanagement  or  extravagance,  then  no  allowance  should 
lie  made  to  cover  this  element.  Re  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co. 
t  W.  Va.)  P.U.R.  1917A,  677.  But  in  a  case  where,  under  rea- 
sonably skilful  and  prudent  management,  there  is  a  deficit  in 
earnings  during  the  development  period,  these  losses  should  be 
taken  into  consideratiiHL  And  it  aeen:is  that,  under  the  great 
weight  of  authority,  allowance  should  always  be  made  to  cover 
the  value  of  an  established  business  as  distinguished  from  one 
not  so  established.     Des  Moines  Gas  Co*  v.  Des  Moines,  supra. 

In  this  cQse  the  average  actual  cost  or  book  value  of  the  ap- 
plicant's property  for  the  years  1909  and  1916  was  $14:,584:,195 ; 
the  average  return  for  that  period  annually  was  $906,142,  or  an 
average  annual  return  of  6.21  per  cent  on  the  investment.  (Seyf- 
fert's  exhibit  Nos.  1  and  3.)  Mr.  Bird  finds  the  average  return 
for  the  same  period  on  his  average  value  of  the  applicant's  in- 
vestment to  be  5.94  per  cent.  Since  the  earnings  for  1916  have 
been  greater  than  for  the  preceding  years,  it  seems  that  there  has 
been  a  deficiency  ia  earnings  in  the  early  years  of  the  operation 
of  the  applicant  company  below  a  fair  return  upon  the  reasonable 
value  of  its  investment  for  that  period.  Taking  into  considera- 
tion this  fact,  together  wi4h  the  element  of  value  unire^jjaUy  rec- 
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ognized  as  entering  into  the  established  going  concern  as  com- 
pared with  the  bare  physical  property  comprising  the  investment 
in  such  concern,  we  are  of  opinion  to  allow  as  an  element  of  value 
to  the  applicant  an  addition  of  10  per  cent  to  the  physical  value 
of  this  property,  including  overhead  charges. 

Depreciation, 

Depreciation  has  be«n  defined  as  ''the  lessening  of  value  due 
to  use,  exposure,  progress  in  efficiency  of  appliances,  or  inade- 
quacy  due  to  growth  of  business."  The  limit  of  depreciation  a» 
applied  to  the  plant  value  of  a  utility  is  the  difference  between  the 
cost  new  and  the  scrap  or  junk  value  at  the  end  of  the  useful  life 
of  the  plant  as  such.  Depreciation,  as  commonly  applied  to  the 
property  of  natural  gas  utilities,  is  a  broader  term.  It  not  only 
takes  into  account  the  wearing  value  of  the  physical  elements, 
such  as  pipe,  meters,  machinery,  buildings,  tools,  etc.,  composing 
the  plant,  but  includes  as  well  the  exhaustion  of  wells  and  the 
depletion  of  gas  fields,  and  to  this  extent  it  would  perhaps  be 
more  accurate  to  say  that  it  is  a  form  of  amortization*  The 
rate  or  percentage  of  depreciation  to  be  allowed  varies  with  the 
T'arious  elements  or  component  parts  of  the  whole  property  as 
well  as  with  the  different  conditions  found  to  exist  in  each  par- 
ticular case.  Hence,  as  has  been  often  said,  no  hard  and  fast 
rule  can  be  laid  down  to  govern  every  case,  but  each  case  must  be 
determined  with  reference  to  its  own  peculiar  facts.  The  proper 
annual  allowance  for  depreciation  should  be  determined  either 
upon  what  is  termed  "the  straight-line  average  life  basis," — ^that 
is,  dividing  the  wearing  value  or  total  possible  depreciation  by 
the  estimated  average  life  of  the  plant ;  or  upon  what  is  termed 
*'the  sinking-fund  basis,"  by  ascertaining  what  sum  paid  annually 
and  compounded  at  a  given  rate  of  interest  will  produce,  at  the 
end  of  the  estimated  average  useful  life  of  the  plant,  a  sum  equal 
to  the  total  possible  depreciation  or  wearing  value  of  the  plant 

[10]  Depreciation  is  an  element  of  greater  relative  impor- 
tance as  affecting  rates  for  natural  gas  utilities  than  any  other 
public  service  business.  In  the  case  of  natural  gas  utilities,  their 
chief  capital  assets  in  most  instances  largely  consist  of,  or  their 
useful  value  depends  upon,  the  existence  of  producing  gas  wells 
and  proved  gas  fields ;  their  stock  in  trade  is  the  gas  taken  from 
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these  wells  and  gas  fields,  and  when  this  gas  is  exhausted,  unless 
additional  producing  gas  territory  can  be  acquired,  the  useful 
life  jof  their  plant  is  at  an  end,  regardless  of  the  fact  that  other- 
wise its  useful  value  has  not  been  materially  lessened  by  use,  ex- 
posure, obsolescence,  or  inadequacy.  While  in  the  case  of  rail-  • 
roads  and  electric  and  water  utilities  there  is  no  such  exhaustion 
of  their  capital  assets ;  their  useful  life  being  measured  solely  by 
the  wearing  value  of  the  physical  property,  and  this  wearing 
value  or  useful  life  can  be  indefinitely  continued  by  due  allow- 
ance for  repairs  and  replacopaents.  Hence  it  is  apparent  that, 
in  the  case  of  natural  gsB  utilities,  sufficient  allowance  must  be 
made  for  depreciation,  not  only  to  take  care  of  the  lessening  value 
of  the  plant  due  to  use,  exposure,  etc.,  but  as  well  also  to  amortize 
ihe  wearing  value  of  their  plants  measured  by  the  estimated 
probable  life  of  their  gas  supply,  while  in  the  case  of  the  other 
utilities  named  allowance  need  only  be  made  for  repairs  and 
replacements. 

However,  much  inconsistency  is  observable  in  the  attitude  of 
public  utilities  upon  this  subject  in  respect  to  their  contention 
as  to  the  extent  accrued  depreciation  should  be  considered  as 
lessening  the  reproduction  value  or  investment  value  of  their 
plants  new  as  compared  with  their  demands  for  liberal  annual 
allowances  for  future  depreciation  reserve.  In  this  case  it  is 
claimed  by  applicant,  and  conceded  by  protestants,  that  its  plant 
and  property  is  in  85  per  cent  of  its  condition  new,  or  that  de- 
preciation has  accrued  only  to  the  extent  of  15  per  cent  of  its 
value  new;  the  sum  of  this  depreciation  based  on  Bird's  valua- 
tion and  methods  being  about  $3,500,000,  and,  according  to 
Erickson's  valuations  and  methods,  about  $2,500,000.  Thus  the 
average  annual  accrued  depreciation,  based  on  the  period  of  seven 
and  one-half  years  of  the  company's  operation  as  a  public  utility, 
being  on  Bird's  basis  about  $500,000,  or  about  3  per  cent  upon 
the  average  value  of  the  applicant's  investment  in  its  physical 
property ;  similarly  upon  Erickson's  basis  the  annual  accrued  de- 
preciation is  about  $350,000,  or  less  than  3  per  cent  upon  the 
applicant's  average  investment  in  its  physical  property. 

[11,  12]  The  applicant's  allowance  for  accrued  depreciation 
as  lessening  the  value  of  its  property  is  based  on  the  physical 
value  of  its  property  plus  overhead,  going  value,  and  working 
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• 

capital,  while  protestants'  representatiTe  depreciates  only  the 
value  of  the  physical  property  plus  overhead.  We  do  not  agrf?e 
with  either  method  employed.  Accrued  as  well  as  future -de- 
preciation should  be  based  on  the  value  of  the  physical  property 
•plus  the  allowance  for  overhead  and  going  value  There  seems 
to  be  no  justification  for  depreciating  working  capital  or  exempt- 
ing going  value,  although  we  are  aware  that  this  view  is  not  ac- 
cepted by  some  commissions.  Furthermore,  since  it  is  recog- 
nized that  the  useful  life  of  the  several  component  parts  of  appli- 
cant's property  varies  widely,  a  proper  refinement  of  aooountixig 
would  not  justify  the  application  of  a  straight  percentage  of  de- 
preciation to  the  value  of  the  whole  property,  even  to  ascertain 
the  accrued  depreciation.  The  fallacy  of  applying  a  strai^t 
percentage  to  the  value  of  the  whole  property  as  a  measure  of 
allowance  for  future  depreciation  is  even  more  apparent  when  it 
is  obvious  that  the  distributing  systems,  and  unoperated  acreage, 
and  other  elements  of  the  applicant's  plant  and  property,  will 
have  many  years  of  useful  life  after  the  operated  acreage  shall 
have  been  exhausted  and  many  of  the  gathering  field  and  trans- 
mission lines  junked.  This  principle  is  recognized  and  learned- 
ly discussed  and  applied  by  Mr.  Erickson  at  pages  51-57  of  his 
i-eport.  He  applies  this  theory,  however,  upon  the  ^'sinking 
fund"  basis,  while  we  have  heretofore  used  the  'Straight  line" 
method,  in  order  to  avoid  becoming  involved  in  a  maze  of  con- 
fusing calculations  when  approximately  and  for  all  practical  pn^ 
poses  the  same  result  may  be  reached  by  a  common-sense  applica- 
tion of  the  "straight-line"  method."  Without  further  unduly 
prolonging  the  discussion  of  this  subject,  suffice  it  to  say  we  are 
of  opinion  to  subtract  from  the  several  elements  composing  the 
value  of  applicant's  physical  property,  including  the  allowance 
for  overhead  and  going  value,  but  excluding  the  allowance  for 
working  capital,  a  straight  percentage  depreciation  of  15  per 
cent  thereof  as  the  proper  amount  of  accrued  depreciation.  From 
the  facts  before  us  the  application  of  any  other  method  would  be 
largely  speculative  and  problematical.  In  determining  a  proper 
allowance  for  future  depreciation — ^which  should  include  the 
amortization  of  certain  elements  of  applicant's  property — ^wc 
shall  apply  the  straight-line  method  based  upon  the  estimated 
average  useful  life  less -salvage  value  of  said  elements  as  ascer- 
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tained  and  disclosed  by  past  experience  and  present  conditions^  as 
shown  by  the  evidence  in  this  casa 

Inc'>mplete  Construction  and  Period  to  Be  Considered  in  Ar- 
riving at  the  RaJte  Base. 

[13]  The  consideration  of' the  controversy  between  the  parties 
hereto  relative  to  the  inclusion  or  exclusion  of  the  items  of  value 
claimed  by  applicant  for  "incomplete  construction"  and  "Cedar- 
viile  line"  brings  us  logically  to  the  point  where  it  must  be  de- 
termined what  period  of  time  is  to  be  considered  in  arriving  at 
the  fair  value  of  applicant's  property  as  a  rate  base.  The  de- 
cision of  the  latter  question  carries  with  it  as  a  natural  sequence 
the  proper  disposition  of  the  former.  If  we  accept  the  period 
ending  December  31,  1916,  as  that  from  which  we  are  to  arrive 
at  the  fair  value  of  applicant's  property  then  used  and  useful  in 
its  public  service  business,  then  it  would  seem  fair  to  exclude 
from  that  value  investment  in  construction  not  completed  nor  in- 
vested with  the  character  of  a  public  use.  Since  the  allowance 
for  overhead  is  designed  to  carry  inter  alia  interest  during  con- 
struction ;  to  capitalize  the  value  of  incomplete  couBtruction  be- 
fore the  same  becomes  a  useful  element  in  the  public  service, 
would  be  to  require  applicant's  consumers  to  pay  a  fair  return 
upon  the  investment  as  well  as  interest  upon  money  going  into 
the  same.  We  conceive  it  to  bo  the  duty  of  rate-making  bodies 
to  deal  with  the  present — ^with  the  facts  as  they  now  exist,  in  so 
far  as  they  may  be  susceptible  of  ascertainment,  in  order  to  more 
intelligently  and  justly  provide  for  the  future.  We  are  con- 
cerned with  the  past  only  to  the  extent  it  may  indicate  or  fore- 
cast the  future.  If  we  are  to  fix  just  and  reasonable  rates,  and 
such  as  will  produce  a  fair  and  adequate  return  to  the  applicant 
upon  its  investment,  as  a  necessary  corollary,  those  rates  must 
be  based,  not  upon  the  fair  value  of  applicant's  investment  in 
1916,  but  upon  the  value  of  that  investment,  so  nearly  as  the 
same  may  be  ascertained,  as  of  the  present.  We  cannot,  in  jufl^ 
tioe  to  the  utility,  fix  rates  for  the  future,  based  upon  an  invest- 
ment cost  or  vahte  which  the  evidence  disdosee  has  since  been 
uiaterially  increased ;  nor  should  we^  in  fairness  to  the  consumer, 
base  such  rates  upon  an  investment  for  a  period  when  the  whole 
thereof  is  not  devoted  to  the  public  use  and  upon  earnings  based 
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upon  such  investment,  nor  for  the  purpose  of  reimbursing  the 
utility  for  a  deficiency  in  past  earnings^  except  to  the  extent  of 
capitalizing  a  fair  allowance  for  going  value,  according  to  the 
principles  herein  announced. 

This  application  was  made  in  May,  1917.  The  applicant's 
(evidence,  taken  in  October  of  that  year,  shows  that  the  company 
liad  invested  as  of  December  31,  1916,  $347,292.80  in  what  is 
termed  "incomplete  construction.'*  Are  we  to  exclude  this  item 
at  this  time  in  arriving  at  the  present  value  of  applicant's  pn^ 
erty,  despite  the  fact  that  it  is  shown  that  this  construction  is  now 
complete  and  in  use  in  the  public  service?  The  answer  is  self- 
evident. 

The  investment  in  the  Cedarville  line  as  of  December  31, 1916, 
amounted  to  $754,199.82.  This  investment  is  included  as  a 
part  of  the  value  of  applicant's  physical  property  in  Seyffcrt's 
exhibit  No.  2.  It  is  shown  that  this  line  was  put  in  service  in 
1917,  and  is  now  transporting  gas  to  certain  of  applicant's  whole- 
sale consumers.  The  reasons  assigned  for  including  the  invest- 
ment in  "incomplete  construction"  apply  with  equal  force  to  the 
investment  in  the  Cedarville  line. 

I  We  are  therefore  of  opinion  to  include  as  a  part  of  applicant's 
investment  the  cost  of  "incomplete  construction"  as  well  as  the 
cost  of  the  "Cedarville  line,"  upon  the  theory  that  these  items 
represent  capital  investment  used  in  the  public  service,  and  con- 
stitute a  part  of  the  present  value  of  applicant's  property,  and 
must  be  considered  in  fixing  a  fair  rate  base. 

For  the  years  1918  to  1915,  inclusive,  applicant's  investment 
in  its  physical  property  increased  at  the  rate  of  approximately 
$600,000  each  year.  Including  the  items  above  referred  to, 
this  investment  increased  for  the  year  1916  about  $2,000,000. 
This  great  increase  in  capital  investment  for  this  year  seems  to 
have  been  brought  about  to  meet  the  abnc^mal  demands  for  gas 
during  that  year,  due  to  the  vast  increase  in  industrial  activity  in 
the  manufacture  of  war  supplies.  This  condition  not  only  stiU 
prevails,  but  is  becoming  constantly  intensified.  The  evidence 
fihows  that  applicant's  sales  of  gas  for  the  first  six  months  of 
1917  were  equal  to  about  80  per  cent  of  its  total  sales  for  the  year 
1916.  We  are  told  that  every  producing  well  is  being  used  to 
its  capacity,  and  that  for  the  year  1917  the  applicant  had  drilled 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE   UNITED  FUEL  GAS  COMPANY.  229 

and  had  in  process  of  drilling  more  than  150  additional  wells  to 
meet  the  demands  of  that  year,  and  that  wells  that  formerly  rep- 
resented a  capital  investment  of  from  $6,000  to  $6,000  now 
cost  from  $12,000  to  $15,000.  It  therefore  se^ns  from  this 
evidence,  and  the  applicant's  past  experience,  that  in  an  effort  to 
fix  the  fair  value  of  applicant's  property  as  a  present  rate  base, 
we  may,  without  doing  violence  to  any  reasonable  conclusion 
that  may  be  deduced  therefrom,  find  that  applicant's  capital  in^ 
vestment  for  the  year  1917  has  been  increased  over  that  for  the 
year  1916  to  the  extent  of  at  least  $1,500,000. 

Applying  the  principles  and  methods  herein  announced  and 
approved,  we  obtain  as  the  fair  present  value  of  applicant's  prop- 
erty, as  a  rate  base,  the  result  set  forth'  in  the  following  table : 

Total  gas  investment  physical  property  Dec.  31,  1916   (Seyf- 

ferf 8  exhibit  No.  1)    $18,064,767.71 

Less  overinvestment  in  imoperated  acreage  . . .  $2,664,756.13 
Less  for  apportionment  for  oil  investment  ....        172,088.49 

2,536,844,62 

Value  investment  1016   « $15,221,923.09 

Add  10%  for  overhead  charges 1,522,798.31 

$16,750,715.40 
Add  10%  for  going  value  1,675,071.54 

$18,425,786.94 
Deduct  15%  accrued  depreciation   2,763,868.03 

$16,661,918.91 

Add  for  working  capital   $550,000 

Add  for  increased  investment  1,550,000 

2,050,000.00 

Total  present  value  $17,711,918.91 

We  therefore  find  the  fair  maxiimmi  present  value  of  appli- 
cant's property  for  rate-making  purposes  to  be  $17,750,000, 
which  should  be  apportioned  amongst  the  several  classes  of  in- 
vestment as  follows: 

■  *  ■ 

To  production  investment    $9,820,000 

To  transmission  investment  6,250,000 

To  distribution   investment 1,530,000 

To  general  investment 150,000 

Apportionment  of  Investment  and  Operating  Expense  Between 

Classes  of  Service  and  Localities. 

[14]  The  applicant  serves  two  general  classes  of  oonsnmers^ 
wholesale  and  retail.     The  retail  consumers  are  further  sub- 
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divided  between  domestic  and  industriaL  Furthermore,  in  its 
retail  business,  the  applicant  serves  five  distinct  localities  or 
divisions,  viz.,  city  of  Charleston,  city  of  Huntington,  town  of 
Spencer,  in  West  Virginia;  and  the  city  of  Ashland  in  Ken- 
tucky, and  the  city  of  Ironton  in  Ohio.  The  cost  of  the  service 
to  those  several  subdivisions  seems  to  be  affected  by  the  elements 
of  distance,  meter  capacity,  or  maximum  demand  and  output; 
and,  to  a  certain  extent,  these  factors  or  elements  should  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  assigning  these  various  divisions 
their  respective  proportion  of  the  whole  investment  as  well  as 
the  operating  expense. 

Having  ascertained  the  fair  present  value  of  applicant's  whole 
property  used  in  the  gas  business,  the  matter  of  ascertaining 
what  rate  will  produce  a  fair  return  upon  the  whole  property 
does  not  present  any  serious  difficulties,  being  limited  to  a  de- 
termination of  what  sum  will  produce  such  return  upon  the 
value  of  the  whole  investment  after  making  due  allowance  for 
operating  expenses  and  depreciation  reserve. 

However,  when  we  come  to  the  question  of  determining  what 
proportion  of  the  value  of  applicant's  property,  as  well  as  operat- 
ing expenses,  should  be  assigned  to  its  various  classes  of  service, 
that  is,  as  between  wholesale  and  retail,  and  between  industrial 
^nd  domestic  of  its  retail  service,  and  to  the  various  localities 
served,  we  are  confronted  with  various  theories  and  contentions, 
iind  consequently  we  have  had  some  difficulty  in  reconciling  these 
^conflicting  claims  so  as  to  arrive  at  a  just  conclusion. 

Both  the  applicant  and  the  protestants  seem  to  agree  that  the 
property  investment  in  production  should  be  apportioned  as 
between  wholesale  and  retail  on  the  basis  of  sales.  The  appli- 
cant's sales  for  1916,  in  round  numbers,  were  39  billion  cubic 
feet,  of  which  24  billions  were  wholesale  and  15  billions  retail, 
and  upon  the  basis  of  the  percentage  thus  obtained  the  produc- 
tion investment  should  be  apportioned  as  between  wholesale  and 
retail.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion,  ho77ever,  between  the 
valuation  engineers  testifying  for  the  applicant  and  the  protes- 
tants, respectively,  as  to  the  method  of  apportionni.ent  of 
transmission  investment  as  between  wholesale  and  retail,  and 
of  production  and  transmission  investment  as  betwe^  ^^ 
calities.      It   is   contended   by   applicant's    engineer   that  ib^ 
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production  investment  should  be  apportioned  as  to  the  re- 
tail business  between  localities  upon  the  basis  of  meter 
capacity,  considered  as  a  measure  of  demand  on  produc- 
ing  property;  and  that  the  tranmisaion  investment  should 
be  apportioned  between  localities  upon  the  basis  of  the  quan- 
tity of  gas  sold  and  the  demand  as  measured  by  meter  ca- 
pacity, taking  into  consideration  the  factor  of  distance  between 
the  center  of  the  producing  field  and  each  distributing  center; 
while  it  is  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Erickson  that  the  production  in- 
vestment should  be  allotted  to  localities  entirely  upon  the  sales 
basis,  and  the  transmission  investment  upon  what  he  terms  the 
weighted  demand  and  weighted  sales  basis.  In  this  connection 
he  savs :  "All  of  the  classes  of  investment  save  transmission  are 
apportionable  to  localities  upon  some  single  basis.  The  trans- 
mission investment,  however,  is  of  such  a  character  that  it  is 
influenced  by  the  output  or  gas  passing  through  the  pipes,  the 
demand  or  the  element  caused  by  a  load  factor  less  than  100 
per  cent,  and  the  distance  factor  or  the  inequalities  between 
localities  due  to  distance.''  From  his  study  he  comes  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  entire  transmission  system  is  apportionable 
upon  the  basis  of  60  per  cent  to  demand  and  40  per  cent  to  out- 
put, each  weighted  by  distance,  and  makes  his  apportionment  of 
the  transmission  investment  upon  this  basis.  (Erickson's  report, 
tables  4,  5,  14,  and  pages  36-37.)  It  is  agreed  that  the  distri- 
bution investment  shonld  be  assigned  direct  from  the  books  of 
the  company,  and  the  general  investment  on  the  basis  of  over- 
head, 

Mr.  Nease,  statistician  for  the  Commission,  is  of  opinion  that 
the  applicant's  production  and  transmission  investment  should 
be  apportioned  between  the  wholesale  and  retail  on  the  "gas 
sales"  basis,  and  that  all  of  the  distribution  investment  should 
be  charged  to  the  retail  business.  In  this  connection  he  says.: 
**Tbe  production  and  transmission  investment  should  be  appor- 
tioned on  a  total  ^gas  sales'  basis,  and  the  distribution  investment 
should  all  be  charged  to  the  retail  business.  The  'distance'  fac- 
tor would  be  present  also  in  the  transmission  investment  and  as 
with  expense  may  be  slightly  favorable  to  the  wholesale  busi- 
ness. This  average,  however,  would  be  offset  by  the  assignment 
of  the  entire  distribution  investment  to  the  retail  business,  the 
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use  of  certain  portions  of  production  properties,  such  as  meas- 
uring stations,  almost  wholly  in  connection  with  the  wholesale 
business,  the  relative  necessity  and  demand  for  compressing  sta- 
tions and  other  matters  favorable  to  the  retail  business/'  He  is 
further  of  opinion  that  the  retail  investment  should  be  divided 
between  domestic  and  industrial  on  a  **gas  sales''  basis,  for  the 
reason  that  91i  per  cent  of  this  investment  is  in  production  ainl 
transmission  and  S^  per  cent  in  distribution;  and  for  the  fur- 
ther reason  that  approximately  70  per  cent  of  the  distribution 
system  is  used  in  common  by  both  domestic  and  industrial. 

It  is  shown  that  the  Huntington  plant  is  about  60  miles  dis- 
tant from  the  center  of  production,  and  the  Charleston  plant 
about  20  miles  distant  therefrom.  It  b  also  shown  that  there 
is  a  considerable  difference  in  the  demand  as  measured  by  meter 
capacity  between  these  two  cities;  practically  all  Huntington 
business  being  domestic  and  about  three  fourths  of  Charleston 
business  being  industrial.  It  therefore  seems  apparent  that,  in 
apportioning  the  investment  and  operating  expense  to  these  two 
localities,  and  others  similarly  situated,  we  must  take  into  con- 
sideration the  demand  and  distance  factors,  as  well  as  the  sales 
factor,  as  having  a  material  effect  upon  the  extent  of  the  invest- 
ment and  operating  expenses  properly  assignable  to  these  locali- 
ties. 

After  mature  consideration  of  the  various  theories  and  methods 
of  apportionment  thus  advanced,  we  have  arrived  at  the  con- 
clusion that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  fairest  and  most  equita- 
ble method  is  to  apportion  the  investment  in  production  between 
wholesale  and  retail  and  between  localities  on  the  basis  of  sales; 
to  apportion  the  transmission  investment  between  wholesale  and 
retail,  and  to  localities  upon  the  basis  of  demand  and  sales 
weighted  by  distance,  as  shown  in  Erickson's  tables  ilToB.  4,  5, 
and  14;  to  assign  the  distribution  investment  direct  as  shown 
by  the  books  of  the  company,  and  to  apportion  the  general  invest- 
ment between  wholesale  and  retail  and  between  localities  on  the 
basis  of  sales. 

Applying  these  methods  and  theories,  we  find  the  following 
apportionment  of  investment  should  be  made  to  the  city  of  Hunt- 
ington : 

l^U.R.1918C. 


RE  UNITED  FUEL  GAS  COMPANY.  233 

Production    $251,392.00 

Transmission    409,250.00 

Distribution    395,118.00 

General 3,840.00 

Total $1,119,600.00 

We  therefore  find  the  fair  maximum  present  value  of  appli- 
cant's property  apportionable  to  the  city  of  Huntington  as  a 
rate  base,  to  be  $1,120,000. 

We  likewise  find  that  the  investment  apportionable  to  tlie  city 
of  Charleston  is  as  :&>llows : 

Production    $1,119,480.00 

Transmission 423,125.00 

Distribution   443,460.00 

General    17,100.00 

Total    $2,003,165.00 

We  therefore  find  the  fair  maximum  present  value  of  appli- 
canf  s  inyestment  apportionable  to  the  city  of  Charleston  as  a 
rate  base,  to  be  $2,000,000. 

All  the  percentages  used  in  making  this  apportionment  as  be- 
tween wholesale  and  retail  and  as  between  localities  are  based 
upon  the  applicant's  sales  for  the  year  1916,  which  are  as  fol- 
lows: 

Total   wholesale 24,042,967  M  co.  ft. 

Total  retail 16,247,479  M  cu.  ft. 

Total  retail  for  eity  of  Huntington  1,006,421  M  cu.  ft. 

Total  retail  for  eity  of  Charleston 4,477,629  M  cu.  ft. 

[15]  In  considering  the  matter  of  the  apportionment  and 
assignment  of  operating  expenses  as  between  wholesale  and  re- 
tail, between  industrial  and  domestic  of  the  retail  service,  and 
as  to  localities,  it  is  apparent  from  the  facts  above  set  forth  that 
operating  expenses,  to  a  certain  extent,  are  controlled .  by  the 
same  factors  that  we  have  seen  enter  into  the  apportionment  of 
investment.  We  have  therefore  assigned  operating  expenses 
between  wholesale  and  retail  and  between  domestic  and  indus- 
trial, and  to  localities  substantially  upon  the  same  bases  as  used 
for  the  apportionment  of  investnient,  except  as  to  transmission 
expenses,  which  do  not  seem  to  be  so  materially  affected  by  the 
element  of  demand  or  meter  capacity  as  in  the  case  of  invest- 
ment. 

As  we  have  pointed  out,  we  are  of  opinion  that  applicant  has 
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an  overiBvestment  in  unoperated  acreage^  of  the  value  of  about 
two  and  a  quarter  millions  of  dollars.  The  annual  rentals  and 
other  carrying  charges  for  unoperated  acreage  charged  to  pro- 
duction expense  for  the  year  1916,  amounted  to  about  $566,000. 
We  have  assumed  that  if  the  applicant  should  decide  to  sur- 
render or  transfer  a  part  of  its  unoperated  acreage,  on  account 
of  this  holding,  it  would  likely  be  that  part  which  it  regards  as 
least  valuable  and  carrying  lowest  annual  rental  charges.  There- 
fore, in  crediting  production  operating  expense  with  the  cost  of 
carrying  the  "overinvestment"  in  unoperated  acreage,  we  have 
only  deducted  30  per  cent  of  the  annual  expense  of  the  whole 
unoperated  acreage,  or  $170,000.  We  have  also  deducted  from 
production  expense  one  half  the  net  earnings  for  1916,  realized 
from  the  gasolene  business,  amounting  to  $150,000.  Applicant's 
total  gas  expense  for  1916  was  $1,584,462.92.  After  deducting 
from  this  the  item  of  "overinvestment**  in  unoperated  acreage 
and  for  gasolene  earnings,  we  find  applicant's  gas  expense  for 
1916  to  be  $1,214,500.  Applying  to  this  the  bases  herein 
adopted  for  the  apportionment  and  assignment  of  operating 
expense,  we  obtain  the  following  result : 

Operating  EoDpense — Whole  Property, 

Production    $S10,340.0O 

Transmission    100,251.00 

Distribution    71,276.75 

Commercial    51,400.94 

General  and  miscellaneous  172,1S3.00 

Total    $1,214,460.60 

Operating  Ewpenee  Assignable  to  City  of  Charleston, 

Production    $92,37S.00 

Transmission    7,166.80 

Distribution,  including  commercial   35,431.00 

General  and  miscellaneous 10,728.86 

I 

Total    $154,765.56 

Operating  Expense  Assignable  to  the  City  of  Huntington, 

Production    $20,744.73 

Transmission 7,404,56 

Distribution,  including  commercial   25,181.86 

General  and  misoellaneouB 4,417.88 

Total   $57,839.03 

Depreciation  Reserve. 

[16]  The  applicant  is  entitled  to  charge  such  rates  as  will 
produce  not  only  a  sufficient  sum  to  pay  operating  expenses  and 
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a  reasonable  return  on  the  value  of  its  investment,  but  as  well 
also  a  reasonable  sum  to  be  set  aside  as  a  depreciation  reserve, 
to  cover  the  loss  of  its  capital  investment  by  the  depletion  of  its 
wells  and  the  exhaustion  of  its  gas  fields,  as  well  as  the  lessened 
value  of  its  lines  and  distributing  plants  and  other  property  due 
to  exposure,  wear,  and  obsolescence,  so  that  when  its  gas  fields 
and  wells  shall  have  been  exhausted,  and  at  the  end  of  the  proba- 
ble useful  life  of  its  lines,  distributing  systems,  and  other  prop- 
erty, it  will  have  accumulated  a  sufficient  sum  from  this  depre- 
ciation reserve  to  reimburse  its  stockholders  for  the  original  capi- 
tal investment,  less  the  scrap  or  junk  value  of  the  property  re- 
maining. 

As  we  have  before  pointed  out,  the  rate  of  depreciation  varies 
according  to  the  character  and  use  of  the  various  classes  of  appli- 
cant's property.  For  instance,  it  seems  probable,  from  past  ex- 
perience and  the  evidence  in  this  case,  that  the  useful  life  of  the 
capital  invested  in  applicant's  production  property  will  be  shorter 
than  the  life  of  the  transmission  investment,  and  that  the  trans- 
mission investment  will  have  a  relatively  shorter  period  of  use- 
ful life  than  the  capital  invested  in  the  distributing  systems.  It 
seems  that,  after  applicant's  natural  gas  fields  are  exhausted,  the 
distributing  systentifl  will  be  available  for  use  in  the  distribut- 
ing of  artificial  gas.  Taking  all  these  matters  into  consideration, 
we  have  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  the  applicant  is  entitled 
to  set  aside  as  depreciation  reserve,  annually,  7  per  cent  of  the 
value  of  its  production  investment,  5  per  cent  of  the  value  of 
its  transmission  investment,  and  4  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its 
distribution  and  general  investment. 

Applying  these  percentages,  the  applicant  should  set  aside  as 
depreciation  reserve  upon  its  entire  property  $1,067,100,  and 
of  that  amount  the  sum  of  $57,918  should  be  apportioned  to  the 
investment  for  the  city  of  Huntington,  and  the  sum  of  $118,940 
apportioned  to  the  investment  for  the  city  of  Charleston. 

Rate  of  Retvxn. 

[17,  18]  As  we  have  before  stated,  the  applicant  is  entitled 
to  charge,  within  the  reasonable  limits  of  the  value  of  its  serv- 
ice, such  rates  as  will  produce  annually  sufficient  revenue  to  pay 
operating  expenses,  to  provides  for  a  depreciation  reserve,  and 
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to  pay  to  its  stockholders  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  present 
value  of  its  capital  investment  The  production  and  sale  of 
natural  gas  is  a  hazardous  and  uncertain  enterprise,  depending 
for  its  profitable  existence  upon  the  finding  and  acquisition  of 
reservoirs  of  gas  in  sufficient  quantities  to  justify  the  large  in- 
vestment necessary  for  the  mining  and  transportation  of  this 
elusive  substance.  Vast  industrial  enterprises  are  now  almost 
wholly  dependent  upon  the  use  of  gas  as  a  fuel  for  their  con- 
tinued prosperity,  if  not  actual  existence.  The  use  of  natural 
gas  as  a  domestic  fuel  adds  greatly  to  the  comfort  and  conven- 
ience of  those  so  fortunate  as  to  have  it  available  at  a  reasonable 
price  for  this  purpose.  It  therefore  seems  that,  as  a  matter  of 
public  policy  and  as  a  proper  measure  of  fairness  to  those  en- 
gaged in  the  natural  gas  business,  rates  should  be  fixed  ao  as  to 
not  only  secure  a  liberal  return  for  the  capital  and  enterprise 
invested  therein,  but  as  well  also  to  encourage  and  promote  the 
further  development  and  extension  of  said  business.  In  this  con- 
nection counsel  for  applicant  argue  that  natural  gas,  by  reason 
of  its  recognized  value  as  a  fuel  for  certain  industrial  enter- 
prises, and  on  account  of  the  added  comfort  and  convenience 
incident  to  its  use  as  a  domestic  fuel  as  compared  with  otber 
available  fuels  for  that  purpose,  the  gas  as  such  possesses  an 
intrinsic  value  inherent  in  its  natural  characteristics  that  should 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  fixing  the  rates  to  be  paid  there- 
for. We  could  apply  the  same  argument  in  favor  of  electricity 
as  a  more  desirable  substance  for  heating  and  lighting  purposes 
than  gas.  However,  we  are  clearly  of  opinion  that,  in  fixing  rates 
for  natural  gas,  we  should  not  be  guided  or  influenced  by  the  fact 
that  it  is  more  desirable  as  a  substance  for  heating  and  lighting 
than  other  available  fuels,  but  should  only  be  guided  and  con- 
trolled by  the  reasonable  value  of  the  service  rendered  and  com- 
modity supplied.  This  value  should  be  such  as  will  secm-e  to 
the  producer  a  fair  return  for  its  investment  and  enterprise,  and 
at  the  same  time  be  within  reasonable  limits,  such  as  the  con- 
sumer can  afford  to  pay. 

[19]  We  are  not  unmindful  of  the  fact  that  abnormal,  extraor- 
dinary, and  unusual  financial  and  conunercial  conditions  now 
prevail,  due  to  the  long  continuance  of  the  war  in  Europe ;  that 
the  cost  of  all  labor  and  essential  materials  and  supplies,  as  well 
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as  all  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  have  greatly  increased,  and  that 
this  has  added  to  the  difficulties  of  both  the  producer  and  the 
coDsiuner  in  their  endeavor  to  make  ends  meet  from  income  and 
resources  adjusted  to  pre-war  conditions.  It  has  been  the  policy 
of  this  CommiBsion  to  be  fair  to  the  extent  of  liberality  in  deal- 
ing with  the  public  utilities  of  the  state,  and  especially  gas  utili- 
ties, having  in  mind  the  extra  hazard  incident  to  that  business. 
In  furtherance  of  this  policy,  we  have  allowed  to  gas  utilities  a 
greater  rate  of  return  upon  the  investment  than  is  ordinarily 
produced  in  more  conservative  enterprises,  that  return  being  8 
per  cent  And  notwithstanding  the  unsettled  and  unusual  con- 
ditions which  now  prevail,  we  are  of  opinion  that  that  rate  is 
now  sufficient  as  a  return  upon  applicant's  investment,  after  mak- 
ing due  allowance  for  depreciation  and  operating  expenses. 

[20]  In  arriving  at  a  conclusion  as  to  what  increases,  if  any, 
applicant  is  entitled  to  have,  for  lack  of  better  information  we 
have  been  compelled  to  base  our  findings  largely  upon  the  result 
of  applicant's  operations  for  the  year  1916,  especially  as  to  the 
matter  of  operating  expenses.  As  we  have  seen,  applicant's 
operating  expenses  for  this  year  were  approximately  a  million 
and  a  half  dollars ;  its  gross  earnings  approximately  $4,000,000, 
and  its  net  earnings,  not  allowing  any  depreciation  reserve,  about 
two  and  one-half  million  dollars.  Therefore  the  net  earnings,  after 
making  proper  allowance  for  depreciation,  would  seem  to  be  suffi- 
cient for  this  year  to  pay  a  liberal  return  upon  the  value  of  the 
capital  investment.  In  one  of  the  exhibits  filed  by  Mr.  Seyffert, 
it  is  shown  that  applicant's  sales  for  the  first  six  months  of  1917 
have  been  equal  to  about  80  per  cent  of  its  total  sales  for  the 
year  1916.  This  necessarily  means  additional  earnings  and  ad- 
ditional operating  expenses ;  but  it  seems  probable  that  the  ratio 
of  increase  of  earnings  will  be  greater  than  the  increase  of  operat- 
ing expenses,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  applicant's  net 
earnings  for  1917  have  exceeded  like  earnings  for  1916.  Coun- 
sel for  applicant  do  not  seriously  contend  that  its  earnings  for 
1916  and  1917  have  been  or  will  be  inadequate  to  pay  a  fair 
return  upon  the  capital  invested  for  those  years ;  but  insist  that, 
since  applicant  has  not  prior  to  1916  earned  an  adequate  return 
upon  its  investment  for  any  year  measured  by  the  rate  of  retrirn 
allowed  in  like  cases  by  this  Commission,  that  we  should,  in  pass- 
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ing  upon  its  application  for  an  increase  in  rates,  take  into  con- 
sideration and  make  allowance  for  the  deficiency  in  earnings  for 
the  years  prior  to  1916.  That,  in  other  words,  we  should  fix 
such  rates  as  will  not  only  provide  an  adequate  return  upon  the 
present  value  of  applicant's  investment,  but  such  as  will  reim- 
burse applicant  for  the  deficit  in  net  earnings  in  previous  years. 
We  are  unable  to  agree  with  this  contention.  We  cannot  take 
into  consideration,  in  fijting  rates  for  the  future,  either  a  defi- 
ciency or  an  excess  in  prior  earnings,  except  to  the  extent  of  addi- 
tion to  capital  investment  for  going  value.  It  would  seem  imxair 
to  the  utility  to  fix  rates  for  the  future  so  as  to  compel  it  to 
refund  to  its  present  consumers  excess  profits  collected  from  past 
consumers,  and,  conversely,  it  would  be  unfair  to  present  con- 
sumers to  fix  rates  so  as  to  compel  them  to  make  up,  over  and 
above  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  value  of  the  investment  and 
of  the  service  rendered,  a  deficiency  in  earnings  for  prior  years. 

In  the  case  of  Bluefield  v.  Bluefield  Waterworks  &  Improv. 
Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R.1917E,  22,  Rider,  Commissioner,  says: 
'^^It  could  not  be  said  in  fairness  to  a  utility  that  it  should  be 
<lcprived  of  a  fair  return  on  a  proper  valuation  of  its  property, 
used  in  the  public  service  at  the  present  time,  because  of  exces- 
sive earnings  it  may  have  realized  in  the  past ;  and,  by  the  same 
process  of  reasoning,  it  could  hardly  be  fair  to  the  present  con- 
sumers to  ii.ipose  an  excessive  rate  to  cover  deficits  by  reason 
of  inadequate  charges  or  from  other  causes  in  the  past"  Kindel 
v.  Adams  Exp.  Co.  13  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  475. 

Based  upon  figures  submitted  for  cost  of  operation  at  Hunt- 
ington for  1916,  we  find  applicant's  necessary  operating  expenses 
for  that  city  to  be  $57,839,  and  the  proper  allowance  for  depre- 
ciation reserve,  based  upon  present  value  of  applicant's  prop- 
erty, to  be  $57,918,  making  a  total  of  operating  expenses  ami 
depreciation  of  $115,757.  Applicant's  gross  earnings  from  its 
Huntington  plant  for  1916  were  $146,944,  and  upon  this  basis 
applicant's  future  net  earnings  would  be  $31,237,  which  is  equiv- 
alent to  a  return  of  about  3  per  cent  upon  the  investment. 

[21]  The  deficiency  in  net  earnings  from  applicant's  Hunt- 
ington plant  is  due,  in  large  part  at  least,  to  competition.  The 
Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Company  likewise  supplies  do- 
mestic and  industrial  gas  to  the  inhabitants  of  this  city.    It 
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seems  to  have  acquired,  by  virtue  of  a  reduction  in  rates  in 
pi-evious  years,  practically  all  of  the  industrial  business.  The 
applicant  sold  in  1916  at  its  Huntington  plant  a  little  over 
1,000,000  M  cubic  feet,  and  of  this  amount  less  than  150,000 
M  cubic  feet  was  industrial.  The  applicant's  investment  cost  in 
its  Huntington  plant  per  M  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold  in  1916 
amounted  to  about  $1.12,  while  in  the  city  of  Charleston,  where 
no  competition  exists,  this  investment  cost  per  M  cubic  feet  of 
gas  sold  in  1916  was  about  44  cents.  As  is  shown  in  this  case, 
competition  in  the  case  of  public  utilities  whose  rates  are  sub- 
ject to  regulation  by  governmental  agencies  is  unwise  and  should 
not  be  encouraged.  It  may  result  in  a  temporary  lessening  of 
rates  below  a  fair  return,  but  in  the  long  run  either  the  rate- 
payer or  the  utility  will  be  the  sufferer.  It  results,  in  most 
ct.ses,  in  the  duplication  of  service  and  a  capital  investment 
largely  in  excess  of  that  required  in  the  public  service.  This 
necessarily  means  that,  if  rates  are  fixed  that  would  produce  a 
fair  return  upon  a  reasonable  capital  investment  for  the  service 
rendered,  the  utility  must  bear  the  loss  of  the  overinvestment 
due  to  duplication  of  distribution  systems  or  service  lines.  In 
cases  of  competition,  rates  must  be  fixed  to  meet  that  situation. 
The  utility  must  meet  the  competitive  rates  or  lose  all  its  busi- 
ness. Of  course  if  this  would  result  in  operating  at  a  loss  the 
utility  must  go  out  of  business,  but  in  most  cases  the  operation 
yields  an  income  though  often  less  than  that  derived  from  the 
investment  at  noncompetitive  points.  It  is  not  an  unjust  dis- 
crimination to  fix  rates  so  as  to  meet  competition,  even  though  it 
may  result  in  a  higher  or  lower  rate  for  a  greater  or  a  less  serv- 
ice. '^Public  service  corporations  may  reduce  their  rates  to  meet 
competition  even  to  the  extent  of  discriminating  as  to  noncom- 
petitive points.'*  Ke  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  P.U.R. 
1917A,  928. 

Upon  the  application  of  Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Com- 
pany this  Commission,  by  order  made  on  the  28th  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1917,  fixed  the  following  rates  for  both  domestic  and  inJus- 
trial  services,  for  the  city  of  Huntington  as  sufficient  to  produce 

a  fair  return  upon  its  investment: 
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For  the  first     150  M  cu.  ft  per  month  18^  per  M 

For  the  next     150  M  cu.  ft.  per  month  Hi  per  M 

For  the  next  2,700  M  cu.  ft.  per  month  114  per  M 

For  all  over  3,000  M  cu.  ft.  per  month  9^  per  M 

All  Bubject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  per  M  for  payment  on  or  before  the 
15th  day  of  the  month  following  that  in  which  such  gas  was  supplied. 

The  applicant  has  asked  for  an  increase  in  its  domestic  rate 
at  Huntington  from  16  cents  per  M,  subject  to  a  discount  of  1 
cent;  to  25  cents  per  M,  subject  to  a  discount  of  2  cents,  and 
upon  its  industrial  rate  from  16  cents  per  M  for  the  first  150 
M  cubic  feet  to  24  cents;  from  15  cents  for  the  second  150  M 
to  18  cents.  All  subject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  per  M  for  prompt 
payment 

While  it  seems  that' the  applicant's  present  rates,  nor  even  the 
rates  allowed  the  Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Company,  will 
produce  a  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  its  investment  at  its  Hunt- 
ington plant,  we  are  of  opinion  that  its  rates  for  Huntington 
should  not  be  greater  than  those  granted  the  competing  company, 
for  the  reason  that  its  competitor's  rates  must  be  met  or  appli- 
cant's business  abandoned,  and  for  the  further  reason  that  it 
seems  applicant  has  an  overinvestment  in  its  Huntington  plant, 
in  proportion  to  the  business  done,  as  compared  with  its  invest- 
ment at  Charleston. 

Applicant  will  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  in  the  city  of 
Huntington  for  domestic  gas  from  17  cents  per  M  cubic  feet,  less 
2  cents  per  M  cubic  feet  for  payment  within  the  discount  period, 
to  18  cents  per  M  cubic  feet,  less  1  cent  per  M  cubic  feet  for 
payment  within  the  discount  period,  and  for  industrial  gas  for 
the  first  160  M  cubic  feet  from  16  cents  to  18  cents  per  M  cubic 
feet,  and  for  the  next  150  M  cubic  feet  from  15  cents  to  17  cents 
per  M.  Applicant  asks  no  increase  for  quantities  in  excess  of 
300  M  cubic  feet.  All  subject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  for  pay- 
ment within  the  discount  period. 

Applicant's,  operating  expenses  for  the  city  of  Charleston,  as 
based  upon  its  experience  for  the  year  1916,  should  not,  includ- 
ing allowance  for  depreciati<m  as  herein  set  forth,  exceed  an- 
nually $276,000.  Its  gross  earnings  for  1916  for  Charleston 
were  $417,611,  leaving  net  earnings  equal  to  slightly  lees  than 
a  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  its  investment.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  we  are  basing  these  calottlntions  on  the 
present  value  of  applicant's  property,  while  income  and  expenses 
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are  figured  on  its  experience  for  1916.  Aa  before  noted,  the 
report  of  applicant's  business  for  the  first  siz  months  of  1017 
shows  a  large  increase  in  sales,  and  consequently  means  an  in- 
crease in  earnings  at  a  greater  ratio  than  the  increase  in  operat- 
ing expenses  incident  thereto.  Bj  order  made  on  the  14th  of 
September,  1917,  applicant  was  granted  authority  to  increase 
its  rate  to  industrial  consumers  for  gas  used  in  excess  of  800  M 
cubic  feet  per  month  from  8  cents  to  9  cents  per  M  culic  feet, 
subject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  for  prompt  payment  That  in- 
crease is  now  in  effect,  and  we  are  disposed  to  continue  it. 

[22]  On  account  of  the  increasing  cost  of  all  labor  and  ma- 
terials necessarily  employed  in  applicant's  business,  we  have 
resolved  any  doubts  we  may  have  entertained  as  to  the  adequacy 
of  the  present  rates  in  the  city  of  Charleston  in  favor  of  the 
applicant;  and  are  of  opinion  to,  and  do  hereby,  allow  said 
applicant  to  further  increase  its  rates  in  the  city  of  Charleston 
as  follows: 

Domestic,  18  cents  per  M  cubic  feet,  subject  to  a  discount  of 
2  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  for  prompt  payment 

Industrial,  for  the  first  150  M  cubic  feet  17  cents  per  M  cubic 
feet. 

For  the  second  150  M  cubic  fee*  15  cents  per  M  cubic  feet. 
All  subject  to  a  discount  of  1  cent  per  M  for  payment  within 
the  discount  period. 

Increases  are  also  sought  by  applicant  in  its  industrial  and 
domestic  rates  af  Kenova,  its  domestic  mtes  at  Ceredo,  its  in- 
dustrial and  domestic  rates  at  Barboursville,  its  domestic  rates 
at  Hurricane,  Culloden,  Poea,  and  Ona,  and  its  industrial  and 
domestic  rates  at  Coalburgh.  No  showing  has  been  made  as  to 
applicant's  earnings  and  expenses  at  any  of  these  points,  and  we 
are  unable  to  say  that  applicant  is  not  receiving  a  reasonable 
return  therefrom.  Applicant's  present  rates  at  Eenova,  Geredo, 
Hurricane,  Culloden,  Poca,  and  Ona  are  higher  for  both  domes- 
tic and  industrial  gas*  than  its  present  rates  at  Charleston  or 
Huntington,  or  the  increased  rates  herein  grailted  at  Charles- 
ton and  Huntington.  However,  Barboursville  carries  the  same 
present  rate  as  Huntington,  and  Coalburgh  the  same  present  rate 
as  Charleston.  We  are  therefore  disposed  to  include  Barbours- 
ville in  the  *Huntington  district  or  division,  and  Coalburgh  in 
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the  Charleston  district  or  division,  and  to  allow  the  increaaea 
panted  at  Huntington  to  be  made  effective  at  Barboursville,  and 
the  increases  granted  at  Charleston  to  be  made  effective  at  Coal- 
burgh.  The  increases  sought  at  the  other  places  above  named 
are  refused.  The  increases  herein  granted  will  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  to  March  1,  1918, 

In  conclusion  we  find  that,  taking  applicant's  property  as  a 
whole,  It  is,  at  the  rates  now  in  effect,  apparently  earning  a  fair 
rate  of  return  upon  its  investment,  and  that,  including  the  addi- 
tional revenue  that  will  be  realized  from  the  increases  allowed 
at  Huntington  and  Charleston  as  herein  set  forth,  together  with 
the  additional  earnings  that  it  seems  will  probably  be  derived 
from  its  gasolene  business,  the  applicant  will  have  ample  revenue, 
not  only  to  pay  a  fair  return  upon  ita  investment,  but  to  enable 
it  to  proceed  with  the  further  development  and  extension  of  its 
business. 

In  the  consideration  of  this  application  we  have  undertaken  to 
deal  as  liberally  with  applicant's  demands  as  a  due  r^ard  for 
the  rights  and  interests  of  its  consumers  would  permit  We  are 
fully  cognizant  of  the  abnormal,  unsettled,  and  rapidly  chang- 
ing conditions  that  now  prevail,  materially  affecting  nearly  everv 
branch  of  applicant's  business.  In  our  opinion  the  increases 
we  have  granted  will,  under  the  facts  as  now  presented,  insure 
to  applicant  a  reasonable  return  upon  its  investment;  but  if  in 
the  future,  unforeseen  and  unexpected  oonditions  arise  that 
would,  in  fairness,  require  a  readjustment  of' applicant's  rates, 
we  stand  ready  to  make  such  further  investigation  and  inquiry 
as  may  be  proper  and  necessary  to  determine  any  matters  of  that 
character  that  may  be  hereafter  presented  by  any  party  in  inter- 
est in  order  that  no  injustice  may  be  done. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  conformity  with  tke  condusioDS 
herein  announced* 

Note. — ^Valuation. 

I.  In  generalf  243. 
II.  JurisdieHan  of  Commi99ion,  245. 
III.  Aaoertainnient  of  vatite  of  cost: 
a.  Ascertainment  of  value: 
1.  In  general^   24S, 

9.  OHgimal  eoet  as  menanre  of  iMOme,  #49. 
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ill.  a.— oonHmied. 

3.  Ou$atanding  BeeuriUes  as  meaaure  of  value.  946. 

4,  TaxaUan  value  as  measure  of  value,  247, 

ff.  Appraisement  Inised  on  **actual  performance^**  247. 
h.  Asoeriaihnnent  of  reproduction  costy  24S. 
IV.  Cansideraiion  of  accrued  depreciation,  34S. 
F.  Mxtemal  factor  to  he  considered,  24S, 
VI.  Ncnphysiaal  elements  affecting  value  or  cost: 
a.  Overhead  expenses,  249. 
5.  Paving  over  nuiins,  249. 
VII.  Various  items  of  value  or  cost  to  he  considered: 
a.  In  general,  249. 

5.  Items  chargeable  to  capital  or  operation,  260^ 
VIII.  Valuation  of  tangible  property: 

a.  Property  not  used  or  useful,   260. 

b.  Working  capital,  251. 

c.  Lands,  252. 

d.  Natural  gas  wellSf  252. 

IX.  Valuation  of  intangible  property: 
a.  Going  value,  252. 
h.  FrafichiseSt   253* 

e.  Water  rights,  253. 

1.  In  general. 

In  Re  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  May  26,  1917,  the  Oregon 
Commission  said:  *^In  determining  value  for  rate-making  purposes, 
regulatory  bodies  are  charged,  either  through  court  decisions  or  as 
the  logical  indication  of  continued  experience,  with  the  considera- 
tion of  many  elements.  The  problem  is  generally  a  complicated 
one;  and  the  fixing  of  such  val  les  involves  a  full  consideration  of 
the  entire  development  of  the  project,  including  the  original  cost 
of  the  property  involved,  the  manner  in  which  the  proposition  was 
undertaken  and  promoted,  the  necessary  financial  development  un- 
dergone, the  estimated  cost  to  reproduce^  and  the  present  condition 
of  tlie  investment  as  reflected  by  its  age  and  use  in  service,  its  func- 
tional adequacy,  and  its  relationship  to  the  progress  in  the  arts 
which  govern  its  operation.  In  fact  the  proper  determination  of 
values  must  be  based  on  a  knowledge  of  the  entire  detail  of  the 
property  and  its  relations  with  the  public/* 

In  Dover,  S.  &  B.  Street  B.  Co.  (N.  H.)  D-432,  Dec.  20,  1917, 
Commissioner  Gunnison  said:  ^^But  what  is  meant  by  value,  when 
we  say  that  a  utility  is  entitled  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  the  value 
of  its  property  devoted  to  the  public  use^  is  a  troublesome  question. 
Do  we  mean  cost  value,  market  value,  reproduction  value,  or  a  com- 
bination of  the  three?    Market  value  depends  largely  upon  earn-' 
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ings ;  and  if  it  were  the  sole  test  of  value  for  rate  making  the  owner 
would  be  limited  to  the  amount  for  which  we  could  sell  the  property 
regardless  of  what,  with  the  exercise  of  ordinary  business  judgment, 
the  property  had  cost  him  to  construct  and  equip.  If  a  single  test 
is  to  be  adopted  in  fixing  value,  we  believe  the  most  equitable  one 
to  be  that  which  allows  the  owner  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  the 
money  he  has  prudently  and  economically  put  into  the  property, 
less  depreciation.  To  ascertain  whether  the  money  has  been  ex- 
pended economically,  the  estimated  cost  new  less  depreciation  will 
serve  as  a  useful  check.  It  is  also  important  to  determine  whether 
the  money  has  been  wisely  and  prudently  expended.  In  other  words, 
Was  the  venture  what  the  ordinarily  prudent  business  man  would 
have  gone  into?  The  market  value,  which  is  in  reality  a  reflection 
of  the  financial  history  of  the  property,  will  be  good  evidence.  If 
the  owner  gets  a  fair  return  upon  all  the  money  he  put  into  the 
property,  he  cannot  complain.  Upon  the  other  hand,  determining 
value  by  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation  introduces  an 
element  of  uncertainty  in  that  the  cost  of  construction  is  based  upon 
estimates  which,  at  most,  are  only  an  intelligent  guess/* 

In  California-Oregon  Powder  Co.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  150,  Order  No. 
211,  July  16,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission  said:  "Owing  to  the 
various  concepts  to  which  the  term  'value^  has  been  applied,  and  the 
consequent  confusion  as  to  its  precise  meaning,  the  mere  use  of  the 
word  without  definition  is  apt  to  be  misleading.  The  term  has  been 
much  discussed  in  its  several  phases,  and  it  is  clear  that  the  ele- 
ments to  be  considered  differ  with  the  purj)ose  for  which  the  value 
is  sought  to  be  fixed. 

"The  value  fixed  by  the  Commission,  therefore,  is  not  to  be  taken 
as  exchange  value,  neither  is  it  a  value  which  should  be  used  in 
connection  with  taxation  questions,  nor  the  issuance  of  stocks  and 
bonds;  it  is  an  expression  in  dollars  of  the  aggregate  of  many  fac- 
tors, and  represents  what  the  Commission  conceives  to  be  the  amount 
upon  which  the  utility  is  entitled  to  base  a  claim  for  return,  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  amount  upon  which,  provided  it  requires  the 
imposition  of  no  rates  which  are  in  excess  of  the  reasonable  valne 
of  the  service  or  are  unjustly  discriminatory,  the  ratepayer  should 
pay  a  return.** 

The  Commission  further  said :  "By  the  term  ^reproduction  cost 
new*  as  used  in  this  finding  is  meant  the  amount  of  cash,  or  its 
equivalent,  reasonably  required  to  obtain  the  necessary  real  estate 
and  reproduce  in  kind  the  other  physical  property  of  the  utility  ifi 
the  condition  in  which  it  was  when  first  put  into  public  service.  Inr 
eluded  in  these  costs  are  certain  estimated  sums  for  overhead  ex- 
penditures, such  as  engineering  and  legal  expenses,  interest  during 
construction,  and  the  like,  which  do  not  inhere  in  the  prices  assigned 
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to  the  various  units.  Development  cost,  water  rights^  and  working 
capital  have  not  been  included  in  the  reproduction  cost  figures,  but 
will  be  handled  separately." 

In  He  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  supra,  tiie  Oregon  Commission 
said:  "The  total  value  of  a  property  in  private  ownership  must  in- 
clude the  entire  reasonable  expenditure  by  the  investors  in  the  devel- 
opment of  the  idea  from  the  date  of  its  inception  until  the  comple- 
tion of  the  project,  and  the  establishment  of  the  same  on  an  operat- 
ing basis,  and  should  include,  in  well-founded  enterprises,  an  allow- 
ance for  the  cost  of  developing  the  normal  business  in  addition  to 
the  cost  of  the  physical  plant.  This  total  value  will  include  expen- 
ditures for  preliminary  investigation  and  organization;  expenses  of 
material  and  labor  directly  assignable  to  individual  units  of  prop- 
erty, and  overhead  or  general  charges,  such  as  interest,  engineering, 
supervision,  administration,  legal,  taxes  and  insurance  during  con- 
struction, which  are  directly  assignable  only  to  various  groups  of 
units." 

II,  Jurisdiction  of  Commission. 

In  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  U-F-117,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order 
^0.  264,  Oct.  4,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission,  after  quoting  a  por- 
tion of  the  statute,  said :  "The  Public  Utility  Act,  from  which  the 
above  section  is  quoted,  gives  the  Commission  general  powers  of 
regulation  over  the  rates,  service,  and  practices  of  all  public  utili- 
ties within  the  state.  It  does  not,  however,  clothe  the  Commission 
with  jurisdiction  over  the  issuance  of  stocks  and  bonds,  or  in  ques- 
tions of  taxation,  or  in  proceedings  looking  to  the  fixing  of  values 
for  purposes  of  sale  or  exchange.  It  follows  that  our  sole  interest 
in  values  arises  from  our  responsibility  in  the  matter  of  rate  and 
service  regulation." 

III.  Ascertainment  of  value  of  cost* 
a.  Ascertainment  of  va%ue» 
1.  In  general. 

In  arriving  at  the  value  of  property  for  rate  making,  the  West 
Virginia  Commission  considered,  suaong  other  thingB,  original  cost, 
reproduction  cost,  and  present  value.  Se  West  Virginia  Traction 
&  Electric  Co.  Case  No.  568,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

Differences  in  the  value  placed  upon  cedar  poles  in  valnation  by 
different  departments  of  the  Commission's  staff  does  not  necessarily 
show  that  the  valuations  are  unreliable,  since  such  differences  are 
accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  various  items  are  included  in  the 
unit  cost  of  such  property  in  one  valuation,  which  are  distributed 
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tmder  other  heads  in  the  other  valnatioi!.     Be  Cleveland  Electric 
Illuminating  Co.  (Ohio)  Nos.  196,  210,  Nov.  2,  1917. 

2.  Original  eot$  as  mea&ure  of  value* 

It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  Oregon  Commission  in  dealing  with 
original  cost  to  ascertain,  if  possible,  the  cost  of  the  property  as  of 
the  time  it  was  put  in  service  and  the  cost  to  the  present  investors. 
Ee  California-Oregon  Power  Co.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  150,  Order  No. 
211,  July  16,  1917. 

So,  in  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Washington  Power,  Light  & 
Water  Co.  No.  4493,  November,  1917,  the  Washington  Commission 
said:  ''We  are  inclined  to  the  view  that  when  the  original  cost  can 
with  reasonable  degree  of  certainty  be  determined,  that  it  should 
be  given  greater  consideration  in  determining  the  fair  value  or  rate 
base,  than  should  be  allowed  to  reproduction  less  depreciation  or 
market  value.^' 

8.  Outstanding  securities  as  measure  of  value. 

In  Dover,  S.  &  R.  Street  R.  Co.  D-432,  Dec.  20,  1917,  Commis- 
sioner Gunnison,  of  the  New  Hampshire  Commission,  said:  "Capi- 
talization has  no  bearing  in  a  rate  case,  however,  except  in  so  far 
as  it  represents  the  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  the  public  use. 
It  may  or  may  not  represent  such  value.  A  utility  may  own  prop- 
erty which  it  does  not  devote  to  the  public  use,  but  which  it  has 
properly  capitalized.  It  could,  prior  to  1917  (see  Laws  1917,  chap. 
168),  issue  securities  against  the  value  of  its  franchise  rights;  but 
as  franchises  are  donated  by  the  public,  it  has  been  almost,  if  not 
universally,  held  tliat  franchise  values  should  not  be  considered  as 
property  upon  which  the  railroad  or  utility  would  be  entitled  to  a 
return." 

In  Be  Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Co.  Case  No.  588,  Nov.  28, 
1917,  Commissioner  Rider,  of  the  West  Virginia  Commission,  said 
that  the  amount  of  security  issues  of  a  company  is  not  wortliy  of 
serious  consideration  in  ascertaining  value  for  rate  making,  where 
it  appears  that  the  securities  have  been  issued  in  a  very  liberal  man- 
ner, and  distributed  as  dividends  and  bonuses  without  adding  any 
actual  value  to  the  property.  • 

In  Leonard  v.  Lewiston,  A.  ft  W.  Street  R.  Co.  F.  C.  131,  Feb. 
6,  1918,  the  Maine  Commission  said  that  it  never  takes  the  amount 
of  capital  stock  of  a  utility  outstanding  into  consideration  in  fix- 
ing rates.  '*We  know,"  said  the  Commission,  **that  it  does  not  neces- 
sarily bear  any  relation  to  the  value  of  the  property." 

The  excess  of  outstanding  securities  above  the  physical  value  of 
a  utility's  property,  represented  by  bond  discount,  should  not  count 
against  the  utility  in  the  issuance  of  additional  securities  for  subse- 
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quent  plant  additions^  where  the  ontstanding  bonds  were  issued  at 
less  than  par^  and  stand  as  a  legitimate  part  of  the  ntility^s  capitali- 
zation. Be  Hampton  Waterworks  Co.  (N.  H.)  D-376,  Jan.  24, 
1918. 

^.  TaxaUon  value  aa  meaaure  of  value* 

A  yaluation  for  taxation,  based  upon  a  capitalization  of  the  earn- 
ings of  a  natural  gas  company  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum, 
is  of  little  value  in  arriving  at  a  base  for  rate  making;  since  natural 
gas  companies  are  entitled  to  a  greater  return  than  6  per  cent.  Re 
Light,  Fuel  &  P.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  554,  555,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

In  the  absence  of  a  physical  valuation,  assessed  value  is  a  better 
measure  of  the  value  of  utility  property  ifor  rate  making  than  mere 
book  cost.  Be  Increased  Bates  for  Transportation  of  Passengers  (N. 
J.)  Sept.  10,  1917. 

S.  Appraisement  hased  an  "actual  performance.*' 

In  Be  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  U-F-117,  Order  No.  264, 
Oct.  4,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission,  after  speaking  of  several 
estimates  of  the  value  of  the  property  based  on  the  reproduction 
cost  theory,  said :  **The  third  estimate  presents  a  theory  new  to  this 
Commission.  With  the  exception  of  this  respondent's  presentation 
to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Washington,  and  that  Com- 
mission's decision  thereon  (P.ir.B.1916D,  947),  we  are  unable  to 
discover  that  it  has  received  consideration  at  the  hands  of  either  the 
commissions  or  the  courts.  The  utility  has  strongly  urged  the 
acceptance  of  this  theory,  contending  it  is  superior  to  the  'reproduc- 
tion  cost  method,'  which,  we  believe,  all  will  admit  has  not  proved 
entirely  satisfactory  in  its  application  when  considered  as  a  deter- 
mining factor  of  value. 

'The  company  maintains  an  elaborate  system  of  cost  accounting 
which  "is  of  particular  value  in  investigations  of  this  nature,  and 
by  reason  of  which  it  is  enabled  to  present  this  ^actual  performance' 
estimate.  Briefly  stated,  this  estimate  was  made  up  by  an  analysis 
of  the  entire  cost  of  doing  work,  including  supervision,  general  and 
other  so-called  overhead  expenses,  as  shown  by  the  company's  cost 
records  over  a  period  of  years,  from  which  analysis  unit  costs  were 
derived.  These  unit  costs  were  then  applied  to  the  various  items  of 
property  as  shown  by  an  inventory  of  the  system.  In  the  case  of 
land,  studies  were  made  to  determine  the  cost  of  aoquisition  over  and 
above  the  price  paid  the  seller,  and  this  cost  was  added  to  the  value 
of  each  parcel  as  determined  by  appraisals  made  by  real  estate  deal- 
ers and  land  appraisers. 

"The  result,  the  company  contends,  is  not  ^original  cost,'  neither 
is  it  'book  value,'  nor  'reproduction  cost,'  but  is  rather  an  'appraise- 
ment on  the  basis  of  actual  performance,'  and  presents  'an  aiTay  of 
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facts  as  distingaiBhed  from  an  array  of  opinion,  expert  or  other- 
wise^  that  ought  to  be  the  recourse  for  oonstrnctlTe  and  efficient 
regulation/ 

"The  theory  commends  itself  to  ns  yery  strongly.  It  embodies 
many  features  which  are  lacking  in  the  reproduction  theory,  and, 
in  a  measure,  meets  many  of  the  meritorious  objections  to  original 
cost  figures.  Taken  in  connection  with  original  cost  statements  and 
reproduction  estimates,  it  supplies  information  which  is  of  inesti- 
mable value  in  arriving  at  a  correct  solution  of  a  problem  which,  at 
best,  is  surrounded  with  uncertainties  and  fraught  with  technical 
considerations.  We  do  not  wish  to  be  understood,  however,  as  ac- 
cepting this  theory  as  a  substitute  for  the  reproduction  method. 
Neither  do  we  think  it  should  supplant  original  cost  figures.  It 
conflicts  with  neither,  and  we  are  inclined  to  view  this  new  presen- 
tation rather  in  the  light  of  a  valuable  addition  to  those  theories 
which  have  been  accepted  as  bases  for  the  determination  of  values.'^ 

h.  Aaoertainment  of  reproduction  cost. 

The  reproduction  value  of  a  utility  plant  based  upon  prevailing 
abnormal  high  prices  of  labor  and  materials  should  not  be  regarded 
in  arriving  at  the  value  of  the  plant  for  rate  making.  Re  light, 
Fuel  &  P.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  554,  555^  Dec.  1,  1917. 

In  Re  Union  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (lU.)  No.  7434,  Jan.  16,  1918,  it  was 
said ;  "At  this  time  it  is  not  conceived  or  conceded  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  Commission  to  calculate  a  fair  return  to  the  company  on 
theoretical  values  of  properties  which  are  invariably  inflated  on  ac- 
count of  war  conditions,  where  appraised  according  to  almost  any 
of  the  theories  of  the  cost  to  reproduce  them  new^  less  accruing  de- 
preciation.'* 

• 
rr.  ConaideraUon  of  accrued  depreotahon. 

Under  the  decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  as  well 
as  those  of  other  Federal  and  state  courts,  the  fair  present  value  of 
the  property  of  a  utility  means  the  depreciated  value*  Re  Palmyra 
Teleph.  Co,  (Mo.)  Case  No.  1200,  Aug,  16, 1917, 

F.  Eactemal  fador  to  he  congideredm 

The  peculiar  value  of  utility  property  to  a  purchaser  desiring  to 
avoid  competition  is  not  a  factor  to  be  considered  in  determining 
the  amount  of  capitalization.  Re  Concord  Electric  Co.  (N.  H.) 
D-367,  May  2,  1917. 
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VI*  Nonph^cal  elemenU  affecting  value  or  east. 

a.  Overhead  expenses* 

In  a  security*J88iie  valuation  an  allowance  was  made  of  15  per  cent 
for  omissions  and  contingencies,  engineering  and  superintendence, 
insurance  and  taxes,  organization  and  interest,  during  construction. 
Re  Concord  Electric  Co.  (N.  H.)  E-357,  May  2,  1917. 

In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  natural  gas  company  for 
rate  making,  an  allowance  of  7^  per  cent  was  made  to  cover  omis- 
sions, emergencies,  superintendence,  etc.  Re  West  Virginia  Trac- 
tion &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  No.  568,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

In  Be  Piscataquis  Woolen  Co.  No.  U-201,  Re  Penobscot  Bay  Elec- 
tric Co.  No.  TJ-202,  Oct.  9,  1917,  the  Maine  Commission,  in  valuing 
that  part  of  the  property  of  a  mill  devoted  to  the  production  of  elec- 
tricily  for  the  purpose  of  sale  to  another  electric  company,  allowed, 
in  addition  to  the  value  of  the  physical  plant,  such  an  amount  as  the 
Commission  deemed  the  size  and  character  of  the  plant  would  justify 
for  those  risks,  services,  and  expenses  which  would  have  been  involved 
if  the  plant  had  been  buiit  as  an  independent  undertaking. 

In  Re  Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Co.  Case  No.  688,  Nov.  28, 
1917,  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  natural  gas 
rates,  the  West  Virginia  Commissicm  refused  to  make  an  allowance 
for  corporation  and  organization  expenses  incurred  on  account  of  a 
merger,  for  tJie  reason  that  it  was  a  question  to  what  extent  the 
value  of  the  property  was  enhanced  by  such  merger. 

In  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Washington  Power,  Light  & 
Water  Co.  No.  4493,  November,  1917,  the  Washington  Commission, 
in  determining  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  land  of  a  water  utility 
for  rate-making  purposes,  allowed  nothing  for  engineering,  legal 
expense,  interest,  or  other  charges. 

h.  Paving  over  maina. 

Only  the  original  cost,  and  not  the  reproduction  cost  of  paving 
over  mains,  is  allowed  by  the  Ohio  Commission  in  a  valuation  of 
utility  property  for  rate  making.  Re  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminat- 
ing Co.  (Ohio)  Nos.  195,  210,  Nov.  2,  1917. 

Fl/.  Various  items  of  value  or  cost  to  he  considered* 

a.  In  general. 

An  extension  line  in  the  course  of  construction  was  included  in 

the  rate  valuation  fixed  for  a  tdephone  utility.    Re  Onida  Teleph. 

Co.  P-334,  Feb.  28, 1918. 
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h.  Items  chargeable  to  eapUal  or  eperaUon. 

The  cost  of  financing  a  utility  should  not  be  included  in  the 
valuation  of  its  property  for  rate  making,  but  should  be  amortized. 
Re  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  (Ohio)  Nos.  195,  210,  Nov. 
2,  1917. 

In  Re  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  May  26, 1917,  the  Oregon  Com- 
mission held  that  the  labor  of  installing  service  wires  should  be 
charged  to  the  capital,  rather  than  to  the  operating  account. 

In  determining  what  shall  be  done  with  the  cost  of  drilling  wells, 
in  a  natural  gas  rate  valuation,  a  commission  should  consider  the 
custom  that  has  prevailed  with  the  particular  utility  under  consid- 
eration. Re  West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case 
No.  568,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

yiH,  Valuation  of  tangible  property, 

a.  Property  not  used  or  useful* 

In  Re  California-Oregon  Power  Co.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  150,  Order 
No.  211,  July  16,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission  said:  "The  ques- 
tion of  the  propriety  and  necessity  of  placing  a  value  upon  non- 
operating  property  owned  by  a  utility  company  has  received  much 
consideration  at  various  times  in  connection  with  numerous  inves- 
tigations. Since  the  Commission  exercises  jurisdiction  only  over 
the  rates,  service,  and  practices  of  public  utilities,  and  is  not  em- 
powered with  control  over  the  issuance  of  stocks  and  bonds,  or  the 
fixing  of  values  for  taxation,  sale,  or  exchange  purposes,  it  is  ob- 
vious that  the  value  contemplated  by  the  statute  should  be  deter- 
mined for  use  primarily  in  inquiries  regarding  rates  and  such  other 
matters  of  regulation  as  are  directly  connected  therewith.  In  in- 
quiries of  such  nature,  the  value  of  the  nonoperating  property  has  a 
collateral  rather  than  a  direct  bearing.  Particularly  is  this  true  in 
the  present  instance,  where  proper  allocation  of  stock  and  bond 
issues,  and  the  accurate  ascertainment  of  original  cost  of  the  prop- 
erty, is  not  possible.  In  some  cases,  the  Commission  has  devoted 
considerable  space  in  its  findings  and  orders  to  a  consideration  of 
the  value  of  this  class  of  property.  Such  procedure  has  been  prompt- 
ed by  the  bearing  of  the  nonutility  property  upon  the  elements  of 
\  alue  to  be  determined,  and  the  likelihood  of  its  early  requirement 
in  the  public  service. 

"A  portion  of  the  water  rights,  and  considerable  land  and  other 
tangible  property  owned  by  this  company,  are  not  at  this  time 
actually  used  and  useful  for  the  convenience  of  the  public,  nor  is 
there  any  indication  of  their  immediate  requirement  for  such  use. 

"Considering  the  purpose  of,  and  the  conditions  disclosed  by,  the 
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present  inTestigation^  no  findings  of  value  as  to  nonutility  property 
will  be  made/' . 

Nonoperative  artificial  gas  generators  and  accessories  should  be 
included  in  the  value  of  useful  property  of  a  plant  distributing 
natural  gas,  where  the  artificial  gas  plant  was  constructed  and  oper- 
ated in  good  faith  and  such  equipment  was  retained  to  insure  serv- 
ice. Whittier  v.  Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No. 
4831,  Case  No.  1049,  Nov.  9,  1917. 

In  fixing  the  value  of  a  natural  gas  distributing  system  in  a  par- 
ticular locality,  no  deduction  should  be  made  on  account  of  the  use 
of  the  pipe  line  to  transmit  gas  through  extensions  to  other  locali- 
ties, where  it  appears  that  such  use  is  temporary,  pending  construc- 
tion of  a  new  pipe  line  to  such  localities.  Whittier  v.  Southern 
Counties  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4831,  Case  No.  1049,  Nov. 
9,  1917. 

In  Re  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  May  26,  1917,  the  Oregon  Com- 
mission said:  'Tor  the  purpose  of  rate  adjustment  it  would  be 
improper  to  give  consideration  to  duplicated  capital  upon  the  exist- 
ence of  which  the  service  is  to  no  extent  dependent.^' 

In  Re  Huntington  Development  &  Gas  Co,  Case  No.  588,  Nov. 
28,  1917,  the  West  Virginia  Commission,  in  addition  to  an  allow- 
ance of  25,000  acres  as  reserve  territory  for  a  natural  gas  company 
at  $15  per  acre,  assigned  50  acres  for  this  purpose  to  each  of  its  129 
producing  wells,  giving  it  an  additional  territory  of  6,450  acres, 
which  it  was  said  was  a  very  liberal  reserve  and  amply  sufficient  to 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  company  for  many  years  to  come. 

In  the  valuation  of  the  property  of  a  utility  to  determine  the  rea- 
sonableness of  natural  gas  rates,  some  value  should  be  allowed  on  a 
limited  amount  of  reserved  territory,  honestly  and  prudently  ac- 
quired for  the  not  too  far  distant  future  needs  of  consumers;  and 
the  sum  of  $5  per  acre  was  held  reasonable  for  such  purpose.  Se 
West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  No.  668, 
Oct.  29,  1917. 

h,  Worlcing  capttal. 

In  Re  Vinita  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  Cause  No.  2890,  Order  No.  1335, 
Sept.  27,  1917,  it  was  held  that  a  suflBcient  amount  of  money  should 
be  allowed  as  working  capital  in  the  finding  of  the  value  of  the 
property  of  a  gas  company  to  pay  operating  expenses  for  a  period 
of  six  weeks,  since  it  is  usually  about  forty-five  days  from  the  time 
a  gas  company  begins  to  give  service  until  it  receives  pay  for  the 
same. 

An  allowance  of  $2,000  was  made  for  working  capital  for  a  nat- 
ural gas  company,  the  physical  value  of  whose  property  for  rate- 
making  purposes  was  fixed  at  $35,000.  Re  Light,  Fuel  &  P.  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  554,  555,  Dec.  1, 1917. 
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In  Re  Star  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3394,  Feb.  1,  1918,  flic  Indians  Com- 
mission allowed  a  working  capital  of  $300  a  month  to  a  telephone 
company,  the  present  value  of  whose  property  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses was  found  to  be  $11,958. 

0.  Lands* 

The  Ohio  Commission  will  not  disallow  the  value  of  land  nsed 
for  utility  purposes  in  a  rate  valuation,  merely  because  of  uncer- 
tainty as  to  the  title.  Be  Cleveland  Electric  Illuminating  Co.  l^^os. 
195,  210,  Nov.  2, 1917. 

d.  Natural  gas  wells. 

In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  natural  gas  rates,  a  value 
of  $5,000  each,  subject  to  an  accrued  depreciation  of  35  per  cent, 
was  placed  upon  the  company's  gas  wells,  with  an  allotted  acreage 
of  50  acres  to  each  well  Re  West  Virginia  Traction  &  Electric  Co. 
(W,  Va.)  Case  No.  668,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

IX,  Taluati<n%  of  intangible  property, 
a.  Going  value. 

In  Northern  Indiana  &  S.  M.  Teleph,  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.  No. 
2773,  Feb.  26,  1918,  the  Indiana  Commission,  in  allowing  a 
going  value  of  $10,000  in  the  case  of  a  telephone  company  the 
present  value  of  whose  property  was  found  to  be  $135,337,  said: 
''We  have  observed  many  decisions  by  courts  ^nd  commissions  for 
and  against  intangible  values  or  going  value.  Aside  from  the  gen- 
eral criticism  against  capitalizing  a  sum  representing  intangible  or 
going  value,  the  facts  of  the  instant  case,  as  shown  by  the  com- 
pany's books  and  rec(^ds,  would  warrant,  in  a  measure,  the  allow- 
ance of  a  fair  amount  for  intangible  values  or  going  value.  The 
record  discloses  that  this  company  suffered  considerable  monetary 
losses  during  it6  early  operation,  which,  however,  does  not,  in  our 
judgment,  constitute  just  or  sufficient  reasons  for  an  allowance  for 
the  item  of  going  value.  If  such  did  constitute  a  just  or  sufficient 
reason  for  an  allowance  of  this  kind,  would  it  not  be  placing  aa 
unjust  burden  upon  the  general  public  and  a  premium  upon  care- 
less, negligent,  or  imprudent  management  of  the  utility  business? 
The  evidence  shows  that  during  the  early  history  of  this  telephone 
plant,  considerable  time,  labor,  and  money  was  expended  in  building 
up  the  business,  and  for  which  no  stock  or  cash  dividends  or  salaiy 
of  any  kind  was  ever  paid.  In  fact  during  the  twenty  odd  years 
of  the  operation  of  this  property  but  9.4  per  cent  has  been  paid  in 
dividends.    It  is  our  judgment  that  where  moneys  are  actually  ex* 
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pended  and  obligation^  legitimately  incurred  in  the  establishment 
of  an  efficient  public  utility  business^  this  would  constitute  one  rea- 
son, for  the  allowance  of  going  value.  A  further  reason  is  the  added 
value  of  the  plant,  as  a  whole,  over  the  sum  of  the  value  of  its  com- 
ponent partS;  which  is  attached  to  it,  because  it  is  in  active  and 
successful  operation  and  assuring  a  return/' 

In  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  the  West  Virginia  Commission, 
in  fixing  the  value  of  many  of  the  items  constituting  the  plants  took 
into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  company  was  a  going  concern, 
and  made  due  allowance  therefor.  Be  West  Virginia  Traction  & 
Electric  Co.  Case  No.  568,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

In  a  valuation  for  rate  making  10  per  cent  of  the  physical  value 
of  a  utility  company's  property  was  allowed  for  going  value.  Re 
Light,  Fuel  &  P.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  654,  555,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

■ 

Under  subdivision  (b)  §  52,  California  Public  Utilities  Act,  the 
capitalization  of  a  franchise  or  permit  in  excess  of  the  amount 
actually  paid  as  a  consideration  for  the  grant  cannot  be  authorized. 
Re  United  States,  Decision  No.  5106,  Application  No.  3314,  Feb. 
5,  1918. 

e.  Water  rights. 

In  California-Oregon  Power  Co.  U-F-26,  97,  99,  160,  Order  No. 
211,  July  16,  1917,  the  Oregon  Commission  said:  "On  the  question 
of  the  value  of  water  rights  at  its  Oregon  plants,  the  company  has 
presented  elaborate  computations  showing  the  estimated  saving  in 
cost  of  service  which  might  be  accomplished  by  the  present  hydro- 
electric operation,  as  compared  with  the  operation  of  theoretical  steam 
plants  designed  to  produce  an  equivalent  amount  of  power.  These 
estimated  savings  have  been  capitalized  to  give  theoretical  values,  for 
the  different  rights  aggregating  $2,115,206. 

''This  theory,  with  slight  changes  in  detail  occasioned  by  local 
conditions,  has  often  been  advanced  in  this  behalf.  As  an  exact 
measure  of  the  value  of  such  property,  it  is  not  entitled  to  considera- 
tion; and,  at  best,  assuming  that  the  fundamental  principles  are 
correct,  the  theory  as  developed  can  indicate  only  the  maximum 
value  that  might  be  claimed  for  the  right  in  question. 

"The  very  foundation  of  the  theory  disappears  without  a  show- 
ing that  steam  generation  is  the  next  cheapest  available  source  of 
power.  Testimony  was  introduced  at  the  bearing  in  regard  to  the 
availability  of  other  water  power  with  which  to  replace  the  service 
now  furnished,  and  the  Commission  is  not  convinced  that  other  sites 
do  not  exist  at  which  the  present  service  might  be  reproduced  more 

cheaply  than  by  steam  generation. 
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"Nor  does  the  record  show  that  the  theoretical  steam  plants  have 
been  located  at  points  most  advantageous  for  their  economical  and 
efficient  construction  and  operation,  and  the  construction  and  opera- 
tion of  transmission  and  distribution  lines  throughout  the  territory 
served. 

"No  attempt  has  been  made  to  show  that  service  by  the  several 
steam  plants  proposed  in  the  development  of  this  theory  is  more 
desirable  or  less  expensive  than  service  might  be  from  a  lesser  num- 
ber of  developments^  although  it  is  axiomatic  that  greater  economy 
is  obtainable  in  the  construction  and  operation  of  fewer  and  larger 
units. 

"Furthermore,  the  values  derived  from  such  computations  differ 
so  widely  upon  small  changes  in  the  variable  elements  introduced, 
such  as  the  assumed  cost  of  capital,  cost  of  fuel,  and  the  freight 
rates,  that  their  consideration  is  justified  only  for  the  general  in- 
formation which  they  may  contain. 

"In  addition  to  the  water  power  rights,  the  company  also  owns, 
in  Klamath  Falls,  a  large  spring  which  has  been  developed  to  fur- 
nish water  for  domestic,  commercial,  and  municipal  purposes  in  that 
city. 

"As  evidence  of  the  value  of  this  water  right,  the  company  intro- 
duced computations  designed  to  show  the  annual  saving  which  might 
result  from  the  use  of  this  source  of  supply  over  the  cost  of  similar 
service  from  what  was  claimed  to  be  the  next  available  source,  a 
stream  approximately  45  miles  distant  from  the  city.  The  saving 
thus  estimated  when  capitalized  amounted  to  $2,200,266. 

'This  calculation  affords  a  splendid  demonstration  of  the  absurd 
results  which  may  be  obtained  by  the  application  of  this  familiar 
theory.  At  the  date  of  this  calculation,  the  utility  had  832  cus- 
tomers from  a  total  population  of  approximately  5,000.  The  inter- 
est alone  on  the  above  capitalization  would  be  $227.19  per  year 
for  each  customer. 

"In  connection  with  this  right,  also,  there  is  testimony  as  to  the 
existence  of  other  sources  of  water,  and  the  showing  is  not  con- 
clusive that  a  nearer  and  cheaper  supply  cannot  be  obtained  than 
the  one  upon  which  the  computation  was  based. 

"Furthermore,  this  Commission  cannot  concede  that  any  theory 
in  connection  with  the  valuation  of  water  rights  for  either  power 
or  domestic  purposes  is  sound  in  principle  which  permits  an  individ- 
ual, or  group  of  individuals,  to  capitalize  without  limit  a  natural 
resource,  and  thus  virtually  deprive  a  community  of  all  advantages 
arising  from  its  proximiiy  thereto. 

"In  its  capacity  as  a  regulatory  body,  this  Commission  has  had 
numerous  computations  submitted  and  theories  advanced  as  to  the 
value  of  water  rights,  many  of  them  without  equitable  or  practicable 
foundation.     Under  our  present  enlightenment  it  is  Apparent  that 
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the  determination  of  water-right  values,  at  least  for  the  purposes  in 
which  this  Commission  is  interested,  must  rest  upon  the  exercise 
of  reasonable  judgment  and  discretion  in  the  consideration  of  all 
elements  relevant  thereto.  If  there  have  been  sales  of  fairly  com- 
parable water  rights,  sufficient  in  number  and  under  such  circum- 
stances as  to  establish  fair  market  values  therefor,  we  are  impressed 
with  the  idea  that  this  feature  should  receive  serious  and  earnest 
attention.  Artificial  rules  and  formulae  may  produce  figures  which 
are  of  assistance  in  arriving  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  value,  but, 
segregated  to  themselves  and  standing  alone,  are  of  but  little  conse- 
quence. 

''In  the  present  case  no  showing  as  to  market  value  has  been  made; 
and,  in  accord  with  the  views  expressed,  the  Commission  has  found 
a  value  for  these  rights,  which  it  believes  to  be  fair  and  equitable.'^ 

In  Ee  Grafton  County  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  D-88,  D-89,  Sept. 
19,  1916,  the  New  Hampshire  Commission  in  disposing  of  the  con- 
tention in  denying  a  rehearing  of  the  decision  in  P.IJ.B.1916E,  879, 
that  they  had  held  the  public  should  have  an  equitable  share  of  the 
utility^s  water  power,  said:  "We  have  not  intended  to  make  any 
statement  capable  of  this  construction.  We  hold  that  cheap  power 
is  cheap  power.  Its  value  is  purely  a  question  of  fact,  and  cannot 
be  affected  by  any  equitable  considerations.  For  determining  the 
basic  figure  upon  which  a  fair  return  is  to  be  earned,  the  actual 
market  value  of  the  power  alone  is  to  be  considered.  The  public 
are  not  entitled  to  share  in  the  benefits  of  its  cheapness  by  a  declara- 
tion that  that  nmrket  value  is  less  than  it  truly  is.  But  when  we 
come  to  fixing  a  fair  return  on  that  value,  equitable  considerations 
do  not  enter  in.  A  fair  return  is  an  equitable  return.  If  electricity 
can  be  produced  at  less  cost  in  Lebanon  than  elsewhere,  because  the 
raw  power  is  cheaper,  the  public  is  entitled  to  lower  rates.  And  at 
the  same  time  the  company  which  has  acquired  this  peculiarly  advan- 
tageous position  would  be  entitled  to  share  in  its  benefits  by  receiv- 
ing a  higher  rate  of  return  upon  its  proportionately  smaller  invest- 
ment. 

'The  public  gets  the  benefit  of  the  natural  advantages  of  its  loca- 
tion, not  by  calling  the  value  of  the  power  less  than  it  actually  is, 
but  in  lower  rates.  And  the  utility  gets  its  fair  share  of  the  same 
benefit,  not  by  calling  the  value  of  the  power  more  than  it  actually 

is,  but  in  a  higher  rate  of  return  on  that  value/' 
P.U.R.19180. 
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RE  SOUTHERN  BELL  TELEPHONE  A  TELEGRAPH  COM- 

PANT. 

[File  No.  13J63.] 

Service  — •  Telephone  —  Unauthorized  use  of  facilities. 

A  telephone  company  was  authorized  to  establish  rules  for  the 
purpose  of  minimizing  the  unauthorized  use  of  its  facilities  by  sub- 
scribers inquiring  for  the  time  of  day,  the  location  of  fires,  and  other 
information  not  connected  with  proper  telephone  service,  and  the  un- 
authorized use  by  nonsubscribers  of  flat-rate  stations  in  stores,  offices, 
and  places  of  business. 

[March  13,  1918.] 

Petition  for  an  order  directing  the  company  specifically  to  en- 
force certain  provisions  of  its  contract  with  subscribers  and  to 
decline  to  furnish  information  to  subscribers  not  necessary  to 
telephone  exchange  service;  company  authorized  to  establish 
rules  to  minimize  abuses  of  service  by  its  subscribers  and  uses  of 
its  facilities  by  nonsubscribers. 

By  the  Commission:  The  petitioner  shows  that  its  contracts 
with  subscribers  for  telephone  exchange  service  contain  the  fol- 
lowing clause  as  a  part  thereof,  to  wit: 

"The  subscriber  hereby  requests  the  Southern  Bell  Telephone 
&  Telegraph  Company  (herein  styled  the  company)  to  furnish, 
for  the  use  of  subscriber,  subscriber's  agents,  and  representaiives 
only,  telephone  service  as  follows,  •  .  •"  and  that  its  contract 
find  obligation  therefore  is  to  furnish  such  service  only  to  the 
parties  mentioned. 

The  petitioner  further  alleges  that,  in  disr^ard  of  the  said 
terms  of  said  contracts,  it  is  now  the  practice  and  custom  of 
many  of  its  subscribers  to  allow  the  general  public,  other  than 
the  "subscriber,  subscriber's  agents,  or  hia  representatives  ovlf^ 
to  obtain  the  service  of  petitioner  by  making  use  of  the  instru- 
ments and  facilities  furnished  by  petitioner  imder  the  said  con- 
tracts. 

Petitioner  further  alleges  that  it  is  the  practice  of  many  of  its 
subscribers  to  inquire  of  the  company's  operators  the  time  of 
day,  and  to  ask  for  other  information  not  connected  with  the  fur- 
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nishing  of  telephone  service  as  contemplated  under  its  contracts 
with  subscribers. 

Petitioner  further  alleges  that  owing  to  the  unprecedented  de- 
mands for  telephone  service  at  this  time,  incident  to  the  needs 
of  the  government  and  conditions  arising  out  of  the  war,  the  ex- 
tensive, unauthorized  use  of  its  facilities  by  individuals  not  en- 
titled under  its  contracts  to  its  facilities,  and  the  general  practice 
of  calling  upon  its  operators  for  information  and  service  not  con- 
nected with  the  furnishing  of  telephone  service,  the  number  of 
calls  per  day  per  telephone  station  has  increased  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  to  constitute  a  material  interference  with  the  rendition 
of  efficient  service,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  it  has  installed 
and  employs  in  its  business  and  at  its  different  exchanges  suf- 
ficient operators,  equipment,  and  trained  forces  to  render  at  all 
times  and  to  each  of  its  subscribers,  upon  the  terms  and  condi- 
tions of  its  contracts,  adequate  and  efficient  service. 

Wherefore  it  prays  that  it  be  directed  to  specifically  enforce 
that  provision  of  its  contracts  with  subscribers  which  restricts  the 
use  of  its  facilities  to  subscribers,  their  agents,  and  representa- 
tives, and  that  it  be  further  directed  to  instruct  its  operators  not 
to  furnish  over  its  phones  any  information  other  than  that  direct- 
ly necessary  to  the  furnishing  of  telephone  exchange  service  as 
contracted  for. 

In  support  of  its  allegations  that  the  free  and  contractually 
unauthorized  use  of  its  facilities  by  nonsubscribers  has  placed  up- 
on the  company  a  burden  which  seriously  interferes  with  the 
efficient  discharge  of  the  duti^  it  owes  its  subscribers,  the  com- 
pany has  had  made  for  several  consecutive  days,  observations  of 
its  traffic  and  the  uses  made  of  its  facilities  at  650  stations  in 
ten  cities  of  the  state  having  the  largest  exchanges,  with  special 
reference  to  the  use  of  stations  provided  in  stores  for  general  use 
by  the  public,  and  to  the  use  made  in  inquiries  of  operators  for 
information  as  to  the  time  of  day,  etc.  The  detailed  results  of 
these  observations  have  been  submitted  to  the  Commission. 

Summarized  thejf  show  that  in  Atlanta,  the  average  number  of 
calls  per  station  per  day,  for  all  purposes,  is  10.8  with  an  average 
total  of  268,000  calls  per  day.  For  the  ten  cities  in  which  ob- 
servations were  made,  the  average  number  of  calls  per  station  per 
clay,  for  all  purposes,  was  10.2,  with  an  average  total  from  all 
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stations  of  599,000  calls  per  day.  Observations  were  made  of 
162  stations  in  Atlanta,  accessible  to  and  used  by  the  public,  aiid 
these  showed  an  average  of  59  calls  per  station  per  day,  or  nearly 
six  times  the  general  average  of  all  the  stations  in  Atlanta.  One 
of  the  stations  observed  averaged  more  than  400  calls  in  tbii-teen 
hours. 

The  average  number  of  completed  calls  per  station  per  day  at 
all  of  the  650  semipublic  flat-rate  stations  in  the  ten  exch.&i]igeB 
under  observation  was  38.8  as  compared  with  the  average  for  all 
stations  of  10.3. 

It  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  these  flat-rate  stations  acees- 
sibly  located  for  general  public  use,  almost  wholly  for  attracting 
business  for  the  place  in  which  located,  and  used  many  times  as 
frequently  as  stations  not  so  located  and  to  a  large  extent  law^fuHy 
used,  pay  no  higher  rates  than  the  latter. 

It  was  shown  that  based  upon  the  average  calling  rate  of  all 
stations  in  Atlanta,  the  discontinuance  of  the  162  flat-rato  sta- 
tions for  free  public  use  would  permit  the  handling  of  890  addi- 
tional stations,  and  the  discontinuance  of  the  650  such  stations 
in  the  ten  cities  under  observation  would  permit  the  handling  ^^ 
2,527  additional  stations. 

It  was  further  shown  that  at  the  Atlanta  exchange  alone,  fi^^^ 
is  an  average  of  12,000  calls  per  day  for  the  sole  purpose  of  ^^ 
ing  of  the  operators  the  hour  of  the  day,  the  average  nxxwib^^  ^ 
such  calls  per  day  in  the  ten  exchanges  observed  aggreg'^^/^ 
25,106. 

In  addition  there  are  daily  hundreds  of  other  calls  asking  ^i» 
sorts  of  questions  not  connected  with  telephone  service.     Tjj^ 
telephone  company  has  not  contracted  to  maintain  and  operate  au 
information  bureau.     Its  subscribers  are  entitled  to  the  use  of 
its  facilities  for  communication  with  each  other.     If  a  portion 
of  these  subscribers  demand  extraneous  service  of  the  operators, 
the  legitimate  and  contractual  service  to  which  other  subscriV^ 
are  entitled  is  interfered  with. 

The  observations  above  mentioned  clearly  show  an  extensive 
use  of  the  telephone  facilities  of  the  petitioner  by  thousax&^B  ^ho 
pay  nothing  toward  providing  these  facilities^  but  by  theix"  vhiblvi- 
thorized  use  interfere  with  and  hinder  service  to  bona  fi^i-^  svnV 
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scribers  who  pay  for  the  facilities  furnished  and  who  ak>ne  are 
entitled  to  their  use. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion,  from  the  record,  that  the  de- 
mands made  npon  the  company,  its  operators,  and  facilities  for 
services  not  connected  with  furnishing  telephone  service,  such  as 
inquiries  for  the  time  of  day,  the  location  of  the  fire,  and  similar 
information,  have  reached  proportions  which  seriously  interfere 
with  efficient  and  Intimate  telephone  service. 

The  Commission  is  more  concerned  as  to  this  interference 
with  good  service  than  it  is  with  any  financial  consideration  to 
the  company.  The  abuses  to  which  attention  has  been  called 
surely  tend  to  overload  facilities  and  congest  traffic,  especially  on 
party  lines.  They  materially  lower  the  quality  of  service  and 
provoke  '^a  train  of  complaints  that  are  as  varied  as  human  irrita- 
bility.'' 

However,  the  Commission  has  been  impressed  with  the  practi- 
cal difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  literal  enforcement  of  the  com- 
pany's contracts,  restricting  the  use  of  its  facilities  to  subscribers, 
their  agents,  and  representatives. 

A  strict  and  literal  enforcement,  we  are  satisfied,  is  not  only 
impracticable,  but  to  an  extent  a  questionable  policy. 

Considerable  friction  and  annoyance  in  stricter  enforcement  of 
the  restrictive  clause  could  only  be  avoided  by  the  exercise  of 
great  discretion  and  tact,  and  these  qualifications  are  all  too  rare. 

There  can  arise  conditions  and  circumstances,  and  they  do  arise 
in  a  large  exchange  many  times  daily,  where  it  is  entirely  proper 
and  permissible  that  the  restriction  under  consideration  should 
not  be  enforced. 

Such  instances  are,  however,  exceptions  to  a  reasonable  rule^ 
f'nd  such  exceptional  or  courtesy  uses  should  not  be  permitted  by 
the  subscriber  to  grow  into  abuses. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  evils  under  discus- 
sion can  be  minimized  by  two  rules,  which  the  company  is  hereby 
authorized  to  enforce,  to  wit : 

1.  It  is  authorized  to  instruct  its  operators  to  decline  to  answer 
inquiries  for  the  time  of  day,  or  like  inquiries  not  connected  with 
the  furnishing  of  telephone  service.  This  rule  should  be  enforced 
with  tact  and  courtesy.     The  company  is  directed  to  carry  in  con- 
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^picnoBS  type  at  the  top  of  each  page  of  its  directories,  a  notice  to 
this  effect. 

2.  The  company  is  further  authorized  to  decline  to  place  aoy 
flat-rate  station  in  any  store,  office,  or  place  of  business  where 
the  same  is  freely  and  easily  accessible  to  the  public,  or  where 
the  purpose  or  effect  of  the  location  is  an  invitation  to  the  general 
public  to  use  the  same,  or  where  its  permissible  and  indiscrimi- 
}iate  free  use  is  intended  as  a  trade  attraction,  should  there  be  in 
^uch  store,  office,  or  place  of  business  no  suitable  location  where 
the  station  is  not  accessible  to  the  general  public,  or  should  the 
subscriber  insist  upon  a  location  so  accessible,  the  company  shall 
decline  to  install  a  flat-rate  station,  but  is  hereby  directed  to  in- 
f?tall  only  a  metered  or  measured  call  station  of  its  customary 
type  with  such  general  public  use  as  the  subscriber  may  permit. 

This  order  shall  be  effective  April,  1,  1918,  provided  that  sta- 
tions now  located  in  conflict  with  the  foregoing  provisions  shall 
be  relocated  by  the  company,  without  charge  to  the  subscriber,  to 
conform  with  the  said  provisions,  upon  the  expiration  of  the  cur- 
rent contract  year  of  each. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Note. — ^Telephone  service. 

The  best  service  of  a  telephone  company  can  be  secured  only  by  an 
intelligent  effort  on  the  part  of  the  subscribers  to  understand  condi- 
tions and  strictly  to  observe  the  elementary  rules  of  courtesy  in  the 
use  of  the  lines,  reciprocated  by  prompt  and  courteous  attention  to 
them  by  the  employees  of  the  company.  Smith  v.  Nash  Teleph.  Co. 
(Me.)  F.  C.  123,  Nov.  1,  1917. 

In  Ee  Ontario  &  W.  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Oct.  2,  1917,  it  was  held 
that  for  business  installation  the  desk  telephone  should  be  considered 
standard  equipment,  while. for  residence  service  the  wall  set  should 
be  considered  the  standard,  and  a  differential  of  10  cents  was  granted 
for  desk  telephones  for  residence  service. 

In  Re  Reedsburg  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  18,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission said:  '^Applicant  asked  in  its  original  application  for  au- 
thority to  put  in  effect  a  different  rate  for  metallic  rural  service  than 
for  grounded  service;  but  later  amended  this,  asking  authority  to 
make  all  rural  lines  grounded.  As  to  the  amended  petition  little 
need  be  said.  As  we  see  it,  to  authorize  the  discontinuance  of  the 
metallic  rural  service  would  be  a  distinct  step  backward,  and  the  pro- 
posal to  make  all  rural  lines  grounded  cannot  be  seriously  enter- 
tained.   If  there  are  in  some  localities  conditions  which  might  justi* 
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fy  such  acjion,  we  are  satisfied  that  such  conditions  do  hot  prevail 
in  the  locality  served  by  the  company.  Under  normal  conditions  the 
action  which  the  company  might  be  expected  to  take  wonld  be  to 
make  all  mral  lines  metallic.  Consideration  mnst  be  given,  how- 
ever, to  unusual  price  conditions  now  prevailing,  as  affecting  the  cost 
of  building  telephone  lines.  These  conditions  are  so  serious  that  we 
deem  it  inadvisable,  for  the  prese^nt,  to  require  that  all  lines  be  made 
metallic/* 

In  Re  Deerfield  Teleph.  Co.  Jan.  28, 1918,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion also  said :  ''The  applicant  has  asked,  among  other  things,  that 
on  all  rural  extensions  of  over  i  mile  the  subscriber  to  whom  the  ex- 
tension  is  built  shall  pay  for  the  excess  construction  over  the  ^  mile ; 
but  that  the  line  on  completion  shall  become  the  property  of  the 
company.  After  investigating  the  investment  per  subscriber  we  are 
of  the  opinion  that  the  company  may  extend  approximately  100  rods 
for  a  new  subscriber.  All  excess  expense  entailed  in  building  beyond 
this  distance  shall  be  borne  by  the  subscriber  desiring  the  service. 
Provided,  that  if,  within  three  years,  other  new  subscribers  are  added 
to 'the  extension,  the  company  shall  remit  to  the  original  party  mak- 
ing the  investment  an  amount  equal  to  the  cost  of  the  excess  less  a 
6  per  cent  allowance  for  depreciation.  In  no  case,  however,  will  the 
company  remit  for  a  longer  extension  than  100  rods  per  additional 
Biibscriber.  At  the  end  of  three  years  any  excess  construction  over 
100  rods  will  become  the  property  of  the  company.  The  latter,  how- 
ever, shall  maintain  the  line  from  the  date  of  its  construction." 

Refusal  to  join  in  reconstructing  a  joint  telephone  line  and  estab- 
lishing a  toll  service  charge  thereupon  cannot  be  based  upon  a  con- 
tract which  has  expired  and  which  has  been  kept  in  force  merely  by 
pufEerance.  Citiaens  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Alma  Teleph.  Co.  (Mo.)  Case 
No.  1297,  Oct.  29,  1917. 


NEW  JERSEY  SUPREME  COURT. 

COLLINGSWOOD  SEWERAGE  COMPANY 

V. 

BOROUGH  OF  COLLINGSWOOD. 

(— .  N.  J.  L.  — ,  102  Atl.  901.) 

Aofes  •«  Sewerage  eompanp  •«  Application  for  increaee  —  XJnjuel  and 
unretuonable  —  Finding  of  Con^miaaion* 

1.  Upon  a  petition  by  a  public  utility  company  to  tlie  Board  of 

Headnotes  by  the  CouBT. 
P.U.R.I918C. 


262  NEW  JERSEY  SUPREME  COURT. 

Public  Utility  Commissionera  for  permiMion  to  iscreue  rateB,  the  peti- 
tioner is  entitled  to  a  formal  determination  of  the  claim  advanced  by 
it  that  existing  rates  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  this  right  ia 
not  met  by  an  adjudication  that  the  rates  are  not  so  low  as  to  be  con- 
fiscatory. 

ConstUutional  law  •«  Impaipnent  of  contract  —  Franchise  rate  —  In* 
crease  —  Power  of  ComnUssion. 

2.  By  a  consent  given  by  a  municipality  to  a  sewerage  company 
under  the  Act  of  1898  (Pamph.  Laws,  484;  3  Comp.  Stat  1910,  p.  3584), 
maximum  and  minimum  rates  were  fixed.  Subsequently  the  sewerage 
company  petitioned  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Ck>nmiis8ioners  for  per- 
mission to  increase  rates,  field,  that  the  Board  had  power  t»  incresss 
rates. 

ConatUutional  law  •«  Jmpa<rmeti<  of  contract  —  Ordinance  fixing 
maxtmiuw^  and  m^ininntnt  rate  —  Effect  •«  Power  of  Commiaoien, 

3.  An  ordinance  granting  consent  of  a  municipality  to  the  incor- 
poration of  a  sewerage  company  under  the  Act  of  1808,  and  fixing 
maximum  and  minimum  rates,  is  a  grant  upon  condition  rather  than  a 
contract.  The  legislature  may  clo£he  a  public  Commission  with  pow» 
to>  fix  higher  rates  upon  petition  by  the  sewerage  company. 

Uatee  —  Beaaonahleness  —  High  —  I^ow  —  Effect, 

4.  Rates  charged  by  a  public  service  company  nuiy  be  unjust  and 
imreasonable  because  too  low,  as  well  as  because  too  high. 

Hates  —  Sewerage  con^pany  -*  Applic€Uion  for  increase  —  Considera» 
lion  —  Oon^mission  shifting  responsibility  for  relief  to  niunici- 
polity  —  Propriety. 

5.  Hie  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners,  upon  a  petition-by  s 
sewerage  company,  refused  permission  to  raise  rates,  but  found  that  the 
existing  rates  wc:*c  not  enough  to  enable  the  company  to  raise  money 
to  make  necessary  extensions,  and  suggested  municipal  action  which 
would  make  It  possible  for  the  company  to  obtain  new  capital.  Held, 
that  the  Board  should  have  ordered  the  necessary  modification  of  rates, 
and  not  have  shifted  the  responsibility  to  the  municipality. 

[February  7,  1918.] 

Cebtiobari  to  review  an  order  of  the  Board  of  Public  Utility 
Commissioners  denying  the  application  of  the  CoUingswood 
Sewerage  Company  to  increase  its  rates  in  the  Borough  of  Col- 
lingswood ;  order  set  aside. 

Argued  November  term,  1917,  before  Swayze,  Trenchard,  and 
Minturn,  JJ. 

Appearances:  Gilbert  Collins,  of  Jersey  City,  and  J.  Fithiaa 
Tatem,  of  Camden,  for  prosecutor ;  John  W.  Weacott  and  Francis 
D.  Weaver,  both  of  Camden,  for  Borou^  of  CoUingswood;  L. 
Edward  Herrmann,  of  Jersey  City,  and  Frank  H.  Sommer,  of 
Newark,  for  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners. 
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Swayze,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 

The  prosecutor  wa«  incorporated  in  1900  pursuant  to  the  Act 
of  1898  (Pamph.  Laws,  484;  Comp.  Stat.  p.  3684). 

[1]  In  accordance  with  §  12  there  was  annexed  to  the  ordi- 
nance, granting  the  consent  of  the  borough  required  by  the  act, 
the  maximum  prices  or  rents  that  might  be  charged  property 
owners  for  the  use  of  the  sewerage  system.  There  was  also  stated 
a  minimum  price  which,  though  not  required,  was  justified  by 
the  statutory  authority  to  state  other  terms  and  conditions.  Ex- 
cept for  the  maximum  and  minimum,  no  price  was  fixed.  In 
1914  the  sewerage  company  petitioned  the  Board  of  Public  Util- 
ity Commissioners  for  its  authority  to  charge  higher  rates.  The 
Board  found  that  the  present  value  of  the  plant  after  a  proper 
allowance  for  depreciation  was  about  $189,000 ;  the  gross  income 
$12,433.36;  operating  expenses,  taxes,  and  insurance  $7,226.52; 
and  the  net  balance  $5,200,  which  it  found  furnished  a  revenue 
of  more  than  3  per  cent  upon  the  company's  property  investment. 
Whether  these  figures  make  any  allowance  for  depreciation  does 
not  appear.  There  is  no  finding  as  to  whether  the  present  rates 
are  just  and  reasonable,  sufficient  or  insufficient.  The  Board 
contented  itself  with  finding  that  it  did  not  appear  that  the  rates 
were  so  low  as  to  be  confiscatory.  It  found  and  stated  in  the  be- 
ginning of  its  "report*'  that  "it  did  not  appear  that  the  refusal  to 
allow  the  increase  of  rates  requested  will  result  in  the  rendition 
of  unsafe,  inadequate,  or  improper  service  to  those  to  whom  the 
company  is  under  obligation  to  serve  with  its  present  facilities/* 

The  importance  of  the  limitation  on  the  finding  indicated  by 
the  italicized  words  is  shown  by  a  subsequent  part  of  the  report, 
where  it  is  set  forth  that  numerous  applications  were  made  to  the* 
Board  for  orders  requiring  the  sewerage  company  to  make  ex- 
tensions of  its  service. 

As  to  these,  the  report  finds  that  there  is  no  doubt  of  the  de- 
sirability of  these  extensions,  but  the  Board  is  unable  to  find  that 
it  is  reasonable  and  practicable  for  the  company  in  its  present 
financial  condition  to  make  them.  It  therefore  declines  to  order 
the  extension,  but  suggests  that  the  matter  be  given  "serious  con- 
sideration" by  the  borough.  "It  may  be  that  relief  can  be  had 
only  by  municipal  action  which  will  make  it  possible  for  the 
utility  to  obtain  new  capital.'* 
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That  certiorari  is  a  proper  method  to  review  such  failure  of 
the  Board  to  act  as  the  Act  of  1911  contemplates  is  now  settled. 
The  sewerage  company  was  entitled  to  a  formal  determination  of 
the  claim  advanced  by  it  that  existing  rates  are  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable (Passaic  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  87  K.  J.  L.  705, 
P.U.E.1915E,  625,  95  Atl.  127),  if  the  Utility  Board  had  juris- 
diction at  all  under  the  Public  Utility  Act.  This  right  was  not 
met  by  an  adjudication  that  the  rates  were  not  so  low  as  to  be  con- 
fiscatory. The  question  of  confiscation  is  important  when  tlie 
claim  is  made  under  the  14th  Amendment  that  property  has  been 
taken  without  due  process  of  law.  The  question  under  the  Pub- 
lic Utility  Act  is  stated  by  the  act  itself.  Section  16c  (Pamph. 
Laws,  1911,  p.  377),  The  Board  is  thereby  required  to  fix 
"just  and  reasonable  individual  rates."  The  question  is  not 
whether  existing  rates  are  confiscatory,  but  whether  they  are  just 
and  reasonable. 

[2,  3]  The  first  doubt  to  be  resolved  is  whether  the  Board  had 
jurisdiction  to  settle  this  question.  Its  jurisdiction  is  challenged 
because  it  is  said  that  to  alter  the  rates  would  impair  the  obliga- 
tion of  the  contract  between  the  borough  and  the  company.  We 
think  this  question  is  settled,  so  far  as  this  court  is  concerned,  in 
favor  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Board  by  what  was  said  in  at  least 
three  prior  decisions.  Public  Service  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility 
Comrs.  85  N.  J.  L.  123,  88  Atl.  818;  North  Wildwood  v.  Public 
Utility  Comrs.  88  N.  J.  L.  81,  P.U.R.1916B,  77,  95  Atl.  749; 
Atlantic  Coast  Electric  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utility  Comrs.  89  X.  J. 
L.  407,  P.U.R.1917B,  949,  99  Atl.  395. 

We  might  rest  on  these  cases,  but  in  view  of  the  importance 
of  the  question,  striking  as  it  does  at  the  root  of  a  statute  founding 
for  good  or  ill  a  new  public  policy,  we  venture  to  add  some  addi- 
tional considerations.  In  one  sense,  an  ordinance  ^nbodying  a 
municipal  consent  upon  certain  terms  to  the  creation  of  a  fran- 
chise, whether  the  general  franchise  to  be  a  corporation  or  the 
special  franchise  to  use  the  public  streets,  may  be  called  a  con- 
tract, accurately  enough  for  practical  purposes,  since  it  constitutes 
an  enforceable  agreement.  It  is,  however,  ordinarily  an  agree- 
ment ^'f  a  peculiar  kind.  Tb^  **\unicipality  as  such,  although  a 
party,  indeed  often  as  in  this  case  the  only  party  on  one  side,  has 
little  cv  no  direct  beneficial  interest.     It  contracts,  or  rather  im- 
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poses  conditions,  for  the  benefit  of  individuals,  as  in  this  case  the 
borough,  for  the  benefit  of  its  citizens  who  might  thereafter  con- 
tract for  connections  with  the  sewerage  system,  provided  for  a 
maximum.  But  no  citizen  was  bound  to  connect  with  the  com- 
pany's sewers,  nor  was  there  any  express  language  requiring  the 
company  to  supply  the  connection.  There  could  not  be  any  such 
requirement  until  the  price  was  determined.  The  ordinance  and 
consent  did  not  fix  a  price,  but  only  the  maximum  and  minimum 
between  which  the  price  must  fall.  So  far  as  the  ordinance  or 
consent  goes,  there  might  be  within  those  limits  a  different  price 
for  each  connection,  depending  on  its  distance  from  a  central 
point  or  a  discharge  point,  on  the  size  of  the  building,  the  number 
of  toilets  or  water  taps,  or  perhaps  other  consideration^.  In  case 
of  disagreement  between  landowner  and  sewerage  company,  the' 
price  would  have  to  be  fixed  by  some  tribunal.  It  would  not 
naturally  be  the  other  party  to  the  agreement ;  it  would  properly 
be  some  outside  tribunal,  which  might  at  least  be  supposed  to  be 
impartial.  This  might  be  a  court,  a  commission,  or  since  1911 
the  Public  Utility  Commission.  We  know  of  no  other  way  in 
which  the  individual  rate  could  be  fixed  and  a  contract  made  for 
sewerage  service.  The  legislature  has  in  terms  given  that  power 
to  the  Public  Utility  Commission,  and  while  the  borough  had 
power  to  impose  fixed  individual  rates  and  a  detailed  schedule  as 
a  condition  precedent  to  its  consent,  it  chose  not  to  exercise  that 
power,  but  to  impose  more  elastic  and  less  certain  conditions. 

Even  if  the  ordinance  had  fixed  the  rate  for  each  connection, 
there  would  have  been  no  efl^ective  way  for  enforcing  it  as  a  con- 
tract by  action,  since  the  other  contracting  party  is  not  injured 
and  could  only  recover  nominal  damages.  Summit  v.  Morris 
Traction  Co.  85  N.  J.  L.  193,  L.R.A.1915E,  385,  88  Atl.  1048. 

Regarding  the  ordinance  solely  as  a  contract,  the  individual 
citizens  of  Collingswood  would  have  no  right  of  action  thereon, 
because  they  are  not  parties  to  the  agreement.  Hall  v.  Passaic 
Water  Co.  83  K  J.  L.  771,  at  page  776,  43  L.Il.A.(KS.)  750, 
85  Atl.  849 ;  Baum  v.  Somerville  Water  Co.  84  K.  J.  L.  611,  46 
L.R.A.(N.S.)  966,  87  Atl.  140.  The  truth  is  an  ordinance  of 
this  kind  is  a  grant  upon  condition  rather  than  a  contract.  It 
creates  public  duties  which  can  be  enforced  by  mandamus.  State 
ex  rel.  Rutherford  v.  Hudson  River  Traction'  Co.  73  N.  J.  L.  227, 
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243,  63  Atl.  84.  Whether,  upon  a  mandamus  to  compel  a  con- 
nection with  a  house  sewer  or  drain^  the  court  could  fix  the  price 
somewhere  between  the  maximum  and  minimum  is  a  question  not 
now  before  us.  The  question  now  raised  is  whether  the  state, 
through  its  legislative  arm,  could  provide  a  tribunal  which  might 
fix  rates  in  the  face  of  such  an  ordinance.  Since  some  tribunal 
must  fix  rates  where  the  public  utility  corporation  and  the  indi- 
vidual citizen  cannot  agree,  and  the  rate  is  not  fixed  by  ordinance, 
as  it  is  not  in  the  present  case,  we  see  no  reason  why  the  legisla- 
ture may  not  clothe  a  public  commission  with  that  power,  re- 
serving, as  the  legislature  has  reserved  in  this  case,  the  right  of 
the  supreme  court  to  review  by  certiorari. 

These  considerations  seem  conclusive  in  favor  of  the  general 
^jurisdiction  of  the  Public  Utility  Commission,  provided  the  lan- 
guage of  the  statute  is  apt  for  the  purpose.  It  is  obvious  from  a 
mere  reading  of  the  act  that  the  legislature  meant  to  invest  the 
Commission  with  full  power,  and  that  intent  and  the  use  of  lan- 
guage apt  for  the  purpose  is  not  questioned.  The  point  made  is 
that  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  the  legislature  to  impair  the  obliga- 
tion of  the  c(mtract  between  the  municipality  and  the  sewerage 
company  by  fixing  a  rate  higher  than  the  maximum  fixed  by  the 
ordinance.  This  contention  requires  careful  consideration.  We 
have  shown  that  the  ordinance  and  consent  of  1900  did  not  create 
a  contract  for  actual  service  by  the  sewerage  company  to  any 
customer,  and  that  as  to  the  municipality  its  effect  was  rather  to 
create  a  public  duty  to  be  enforced  by  mandamus,  than  a  con- 
tractual rdation  to  be  enforced  by  action.  Fixing  limits  between 
which  the  actual  price  of  the  service  might  be  established  by 
agreement  or  otherwise  is  rather  in  the  nature  of  a  legislative  act 
to  prevent  extortion  than  of  a  contract.  The  ordinance  was  the 
legislative  act  of  the  municipality.  As  a  legislative  act,  it  was 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  legislature  itself,  and  that  body  could 
make  changes  as  long  as  it  did  not  infringe  the  rights  of  the 
sewerage  company,  arising  under  the  ordinance.  It  makes  little 
difference  whether  we  say  that  the  ordinance  created  by  way  of 
legislative  grant  a  property  right  called  a  f  randuse,  protected  by 
the  14th  Amendment,  or  a  contract  protected  by  the  contract 
clause  of  the  Federal  Constitution  and  our  own  state  Constitu- 
tion.     In  either  case   the  question  is  whether  a  municipal  cor- 
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poration,  an  agency  of  the  state,  is  protected  by  either  the  14th 
Amendmoit  or  the  contract  clause.  It  is  well  settled  that  such 
protection  does  not  extend  to  the  rights  of  the  municipal  corpora- 
tion against  its  own  creator.  Rader  v.  Southeasterly  Boad  Dist. 
36  N.  J.  L.  273.  The  rule  was  there  stated  by  Justice  Depue : 
"The  power  of  the  legislature  over  corporations  created  for  pur- 
poses of  local  government  is  supreme.  From  a  grant  of  this 
character,  no  contract  arises  with  the  corporators  which  exempts 
it  from  legislative  control.  The  legislature  may  alter,  modify,  or 
repeal  the  charter  at  any  time,  in  its  discretion.  .  The  only  limi- 
tation on  the  operation  of  such  repeal  is  as  to  creditors,  that  it 
shall  not  operate  to  impair  the  obligation  of  existing  contracts,  or 
deprive  them  of  any  remedy  for  enforcing  such  contracts  which 
existed  when  they  were  made." 

This  statement  of  the  law  has  been  frequently  followed,  has 
never  been  questioned  in  our  state,  and  is  supported  by  abundant 
authority  in  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  It  is  enough  to 
cite  Worcester  v.  Worcester  Consol.  Street  R.  Co.  196  U.  S.  639, 
49  L.  ed.  591,  25  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  327. 

The  rule  has  been  recently  applied  in  Massachusetts  to  the  case 
of  increase  of  street  railway  fares.  Board  of  Survey  v.  Bay 
State  R.  Co.  224  Mass.  463, 113  N.  E.  273.  It  applies  with  all 
the  more  force  to  changes  of  the  terms  of  municipal  ordinances 
granting  rights  to  public  utility  companies^  so  far  as  concerns  the 
rights  of  the  municipalities  themselves,  because  of  the  fact  that 
in  fixing  the  terms  the  municipal  authorities  do  not  act  for  the 
local  interests  of  the  municipality,  but  ''as  public  officers  exercis- 
ing a  quasi  judicial  authority."  Hewett  v.  Canton,  182  Mass. 
220,  65  N.  E.  42.  As  to  contracts  for  service  that  may  have 
heen  made  with  individuals,  we  are  not<  informed.  There  were 
such  contracts,  it  appears,  but  we  are  not  advised  of  their  terms. 
They  may  all  be  terminable  at  the  will  of  the  sewerage  company, 
and  it  is  probable  that  they  were  merely  contracts  for  service 
without  any  definite  term  being  fixed.  Whether  for  no  definite 
term,  for  a  definite  term,  or  nominally  in  perpetuity,  all  were 
made  subject  to  the  power  of  the  state  to  regulate  rates.  This 
is  a  govemm^ital  function,  and  cannot  be  contracted  away,  even 
by  a  municipality,  unless  specifically  authorized  by  the  legisla- 
ture ;  and  the  authority  must  be  clear.     Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
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Co.  V.  Los  Angeles,  211  TJ.  S.  265,  53  L.  ed.  176,  29  Sup.  Ct. 
Kep.  50.  Much  less  can  this  govemmentail  power  be  hampered^ 
without  clear  legislative  authority,  by  a  contract  between  a  pri- 
vate corporation  and  private  citizens.  We  do  not  know  that  it 
has  even  been  suggested  that  such  a  contract  was  not  subject  to 
legislative  control.  To  hold  that  such  a  contract  could  tie  the 
hands  of  the  l^islature  would  be  to  establish  diversity  in  rates. 
Consumers  by  favor  or  by  skill  in  bargaining  might  obtain  ad- 
vantageous rates,  and  would  thwart  the  establishment  of  uniform 
rates,  to  which  so  much  of  our  legislation  has  been  directed.  The 
government  has  never  granted  this  governmental  power  to  private 
citizens;  and,  in  the  absence  of  such  a  grant,  no  contract  can 
diminish  the  government's  right  of  control. 

We  think,  therefore,  that  the  power  of  the  legislature  is  un- 
trammeled  by  any  possible  impairment  of  the  obligations  of  con- 
tracts within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  or  state  ConstitutioDS. 

It  is  equally  untr.ammeled,  so  far  as  the  rights  of  the  munici- 
pality are  concerned,  by  the  14:th  Amendment.  If  the  ordinance 
and  consent  of  1900  can  be  said  with  any  propriety  of  language 
to  have  created  a  property  right  in  the  municipiality,  that  right 
•was  subject  to  legislative  controL  Hunter  v.  Pittsburgh,  207  U. 
S.  161,  178,  62  L.  ed.  151,  159,  28  Sup.  Ct,  Rep.  40. 

[4,  5]  The  next  question  is  whether  the  Public  Utilities  Act 
of  1911  authorized  the  Commission  to  raise  rates,  as  well  as  to 
lower  them.  Of  this  there  can  be  no  doubt  The  power  is  given 
by  §  16c,  which  authorizes  the  Commission  after  hearing  upon 
notice  by  order  in  writing,  to  fix  just  and  reasonable  individual 
rates,  wherever  an  existing  rate  is  unjust,  unreasonable,  insnf- 
^cient,  or  unjustly  discriminatory  or  preferential. 

It  is  tdo  plain  to  require  statement  that  a  rate  may  be  unjust 
tmd  unreasonable  because  too  low  as  well  as  because  too  high; 
the  statute  aims  to  secure  justice  to  both  sides.  If  the  words, 
"just  and  reasonable,"  were  not  enough,  the  inclusion  of  the  case 
where  the  existing  rate  is  insui&cient  would  remove  all  doubt 
Injustice  and  unreasonableness  due  to  an  insufficient  rate  can 
only  be  corrected  by  raising  it,  and  injustice  due  to  discrimina- 
tion or  preference  may  require  that  one  rate  be  raised  or  that  the 
other  rate  be  lowered  in  order  to  produce  a  rate  that  shall  be 
just  and  reasonabla     Only  by  adhering  to  the  express  language 
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of  §  16c  can  the  result  be  reached  that  is  set  forth  in  §  15,  that 
the  Board  shall  have  general  supervieion  and  regalation  of,  juris- 
diction and  control  over,  all  public  utilities,  and  over  their  prop- 
erty, property  rights,  equipments,  facilities,  and  franchises,  so 
far  as  necessary  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  act. 

These  general  considerations  bring  us  to  the  order  made  in 
this  particular  case.  The  Board  failed  to  decide  in  express  terms 
the  question  which  the  statute  required  them  to  decide,  whether 
the  rates  were  just  and  reasonable.  Instead  of  deciding  that 
question,  they  decided  only  that  the  rates  were  not  ccmfiscatory. 
In  view  of  the  decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  we 
cannot  understand  how  this  result  can  be  vindicated  as  a  general 
proposition,  but  it  is  enough  to  say  that  the  Board  was  not  au- 
thorized to  pass  on  that  question.  Its  duty  was  to  determine 
what  rates  were  just  and  reasonable,  a  rate  might  well  be  un- 
just and  unreasonable  although  not  confiscatory.  We  have  said 
that  the  Board  failed  to  decide  this  question  in  express  terms.  It 
did,  however,  decide  it  by  implication  adversely  to  the  miinici- 
pality.  It  found  that  extensions  of  the  system  for  which  numer- 
ous applications  had  been  made  were  desirable,  but  that  it  was 
not  reasonable  and  practicable  for  the  company  in  its  present 
financial  condition  to  make  them.  It  therefore  declined  to  order 
them,  and  suggested  municipal  action  which  would  make  it  pos- 
sible for  the  company  to  obtain  new  capital.  This  amounted  to 
taming  over  to  the  borough  a  duty  which  the  statute  imposes  on 
the  board.  One  of  the  objects  meant  to  be  secured  was  adequate 
jmd  proper  service  for  the  public  (not  merely  for  those  entitled 
to  service  with  "present  facilities")  by  order  of  the  Board,  in- 
eluding  reasonable  extensions  where  they  will  permit  sufficient 
business  to  justify  construction  and  maintenance  and  when  the 
financial  condition  of  the  public  utility  reasonably  warrants  the 
original  expenditure  required.  The  Board,  in  effect  and  by  in- 
ference,  finds  that  the  present  service  is  not  adequate^  that  exten- 
sions are  reasonable  and  practicable,  and  that  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  company  could  be  made,  to  justify  the  expenditures,, 
and  that  new  capital  could  be  obtained  for  the  purpose  if  the  mu-^ 
nicipality  would  consent  to  a  modification  of  rates.  If  this  view 
is  correct,  the  Board  should  have  ordered  the  necessary  modifica-. 
tion  of  rates,  and  not  have  shifted  the  responsibility  to  the  mxK 
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nicipalitj.  Wliat  its  findings  may  be  when  it  considers  the 
questions  the  statute  calls  upon  it  to  solve^  we  cannot  know.  Its 
present  order  is  not  in  accordance  with  the  statute.  It  must 
therefore  be  set  aside^  and  the  case  remitted  in  order  that  there 
may  be  proper  findings.     No  costs  will  be  allowed. 

Note. — ^The  doctrine  announced  in  Collingswood  Sewerage  Co. 
V.  Collingswood,  ante,  261,  was  reiterated  by  the  Supreme  Court 
of  New  Jersey  in  Northhampton,  E.  &  W.  Traction  Co.  v.  Public 
Utility  Comrs.  (1918)  —  N.  J.  L.  — ,  102  Atl.  930,  in  which  tiie 
Commission  order  reported  in  P.U.R.1917F,  123,  was  set  aside. 


OHIO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION, 

BE  CLEVELAND  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[No.  3.] 

Rates  —  Telephones  —  Suspension  of  proposed  schedule  pending  rate 
inquiry  —  Power  of  Commission. 

The  Ohio  Commission  is  without  power  to  suspend  n  proposed 
schedule  of  rates  filed  by  a  telephone  compuiy  daring  the  pendency 
of  a  proceeding  to  establish  a  permanent  rate  for  the  utilitj. 

[January  11,  lOlS.] 

Application  f of  rehearing  on  motion  of  the  City  of  Cleveland 
for  an  order  suspending  the  schedule  of  rates  of  the  Cleveland 
Telephone  Company  pending  the  investigation  to  fix  permanent 
rates;  denied. 

By  the  Commission :  The  application  for  a  rehearing  in  the 
above-entitled  matter  on  the  motion  of  the  city  of  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  for  an  order  of  the  Commission  suspending  the  schedule 
of  rates  of  the  Cleveland  Telephone  Company  pending  the  in- 
vestigation by  the  Commission  to  ascertain  the  just  and  reasona- 
ble rates  to  be  charged  by  said  company,  involves  the  question  of 
the  authority  of  this  Commission  to  suspend  a  proposed  schedule 
of  rates  filed  by  a  public  utility,  and  especially  a  consideration 
of  §  528,  Gen.  Code. 

In  Ohio  all  public  service  enterprises,  whether  owned  by  per- 
sons, firms,  associations,  or  corporations,  are  divided  into  two 
classes,— ^railroads  and  public  utilities.  The  legislation  in  refer- 
ence to  the  two  classes  is,  for  the  most  part,  separate  and  distinct. 
When  any  section  is  intended  to  apply  to  both,  each  is  separately 
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named.     See,  for  example,  §§  614-64:  to  614-72,  Gfen.  Code, 
inclusive. 

Section  614-2,  Gen.  Code,  enumerates  the  various  public  serv- 
ice enterprises  and  defines  what  are  embraced  within  the  term 
^'railroad,'*  which,  in  a  general  way,  includes  all  "agencies  for 
public  use  in  the  conveyance  of  persons  or  property  within  this 
state." 

Section  614-2A,  Gen.  Code,  defines  what  are  public  utilities 
as  used  in  the  act. 

Prior  to  the  amendment  of  §  528,  Gten.  Code,  by  the  Act  of 
April  27,  1915,  105-106  Ohio  Laws,  page  188,  there  was  no 
authority  for  the  suspension  of  a  railroad  rate  by  this  Commis- 
sion. Section  614-32  gave  the  Commission  power  to  suspend 
an  existing  rate  of  a  public  utility — not  a  proposed  rate— but 
only  in  case  of  an  emergency,  and  with  the  consent  of  the  utility, 
but  no  such  power  was  given  in  reference  to  a  railroad  rate. 

Whatever  power  the  Commission  has  to  suspend  a  proposed 
rate  must  be  found  in  §  528,  Gen.  Code,  as  amended  in  the  Act 
of  April  27,  1915. 

An  examination  of  that  act  discloses  that  it  embraces  three 
sections  of  the  Railroad  Law,  to  wit,  §§  508,  528,  and  541. 
Each  of  these  original  sections  was  repealed  and  re-enacted  in  an 
amended  form. 

Because  for  certain  reasons,  chief  among  which,  doubtless,  was 
to  enable  it  to  exercise  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  a  telephone 
<iompany  is  defined  as  a  common  carrier;  and  because  the  words, 
"common  carrier,"  appear  once  in  the  amended  §  528,  it  is  con- 
tended by  the  city  that  telephone  companies  were  included  in 
that  section.  But  it  is  plainly  apparent  that  the  legislature  had 
no  such  an  understanding.  It  was  dealing  with  railroads,  re- 
pealing and  re-enacting  railroad  legislation;  and  the  fact  that 
in  the  section  the  word  "railroad"  is  used  once,  the  word  "car- 
riers'' is  used  twice,  and  the  words,  "common  carriers,"  are  used 
once,  plainly  indicates  that  the  drafter  of  the  section  used  the 
words  as  synonymous ;  and  the  words,  "common  carrier,"  are  not 
used  in  that  part  of  the  section  which  gives  the  Commission 
power  to  suspend  rates,  but  follows  the  proviso,  and  is  in  the 
last  sentence  of  the  section,  which  provides  that  the  burden  of 
proof  shall  be  upon  the  common  carrier  to  sustain  the  reasona- 
bleness of  the  proposed  rate. 
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There  are  some  special  provisions  in  the  statutes  which  apply 
to  telephone  companies,  and  which  do  not  apply  to  other  public 
utilities ;  but  in  such  cases  they  are  always  mentioned  by  name, 
and  in  such  terms  that  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  meaning 
and  intent.    Compare,  for  example,  §  614-60  with  §  614-61. 

As  a  part  of  the  Act  of  April  27,  1915,  §  508,  providing  for 
the  filing  of  schedules,  was  also  amended,  and  it  contains  the 
provision  that  all  changes  in  schedules  shall  be  filed  "in  every 
depot,  station,  and  office  of  such  railroad  thirty  days  prior  to 
the  time  of  taking  effect ;"  and  §  541  was  amended  in  the  same 
act,  providing  that  "all  rates,  fares,  charges,  classifications,  and 
joint  rates  fixed  by  the  Commission  shall  be  in  force  and  be 
prima  facie  lawful  for  two  years  from  the  day  they  take  effect, 
etc." 

No  one  woiild  claim  that  these  provisions  were  intended  to 
apply  to  telephone  companies,  and  it  is  apparent  that  no  part 
of  the  act  was  intended  so  to  apply. 

There  are  reasons  why  it  would  be  impossible  to  apply  the 
provisions  of  this  section  to  a  public  utility.  It  will  be  observed 
that  the  longest  time  for  which  a  proposed  rate  can  be  suspended, 
under  §  528,  is  thirty  days,  and  that  if  the  investigation  is  not 
then  completed  the  Commission  may  "extend  the  time  of  sus- 
pension for  a  further  period,  not  exceeding  thirty  days,"  so  that 
sixty  days  is  the  longest  period  which  can  elapse  from  the  date 
of  the  suspension  to  the  final  determination  of  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  rate.  In  fixing  a  railroad  rate  the  Commission  does 
not  appraise  the  property.  True,  the  statute  provides  that  it 
may,  but  neither  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  nor  any 
state  commission,  so  far  as  we  know,  has  ever  attempted  to  fix 
a  railroad  rate  in  that  way.  Usually  but  one  rate  of  a  railroad 
is  challenged  in  the  same  proceeding.  Such  rates  are  fixed  by 
comparison  with  other  rates,  granted  by  the  same  or  other  lines, 
in  other  localities,  on  the  same  or  similar  products,  and  by  ex- 
amination of  cost  figures,  and  by  considering  the  value  of  the 
service  and  the  competition  between  various  paints,  and  by  other 
standards  of  comparison.  The  burden  of  proof  is  upon  the  rail- 
road ;  and  as  it  hag  all  of  the  data  within  its  control  and  is  pre- 
sumed to  have  collected  the  same  previous  to  its  proposing  the 
rate,  such  matters  can  be  submitted  and  determined  within  sixty 
days.     But  utility  rates — §  614-23,  Gen,  Code — must  be  based 
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upon  the  value  of  the  property.  The  language  of  the  statute  is : 
"The  CommissicHi  shall,  with  due  regard,  among  other  things,  to 
the  value  of  all  of  the  property  of  the  public  utility  actually  used 
and  useful  for  the  convenience  of  the  public,  etc.,"  fix  and  de- 
termine the  reasonable  rate.  Any  rates  or  charges  not  so  fixed 
would  be  unlawful* 

There  are  but  two  ways  to  ascertain  the  value  of  the  property, 
either  by  appraisal,  or  by  taking  testimony  of  experts,  who  have 
had  time  to  carefully  inspect  it,  as  to  their  opinion  of  its  value. 
At  the  time  of  the  re-enactment  of  §  528,  there  was  but  one  way 
of  determining  the  value.  The  law  was  mandatory  that  the 
property  must  be  appraised.  Thereafter,  §  499-8  was  amended 
by  substituting  the  word  "may"  for  "shall."  But  there  are  so 
many  other  provisions  relating  to  the  fixing  of  rates,  which  were 
not  repealed  or  amended,  and  which  can  scarcely  be  complied 
with  •without  an  appraisal  of  the  property,  that  the  Commission 
has,  except  in  a  few  instances  where  the  amount  of  property  was 
small,  caused  an  appraisal  to  be  made  in  all  rate  cases. 

Section  499,  Gen.  Code,  points  out  how  carefully  such  ap- 
praisals shall  be  made,  and  what  elements  must  be  considered. 
An  appraisal  of  The  Cleveland  Telephone  Company's  property 
was  actually  made,  by  request  of  the  council  of  said  city,  as  of 
April  1,  1914.  With  all  the  forces  at  the  conunand  of  the  Com- 
mission, it  took  approximately  six  months  to  appraise  this  prop- 
erty. 

When  the  appraisal  of  a  utility  property  has  been  made  and  a 
tentative  valuation  is  fixed — §  499-12,  Gen.  Code— thirty  days 
must  elapse  for  the  filing  of  protests.  Then  the  matter  must  be 
set  dawn  for  hearing  on  the  protests,  which  hearings  often  con- 
sume weeks  of  time.  Briefs  may  then  be  submitted  and  the  per- 
manent valuation  fixed,  after  which  either  party  may  submit 
further  evidence  as  to  the  proper  rate  or  charge  to  be  based  on 
such  valuation. 

Assuming  that  by  reason  of  the  amendment  of  §  499-8,  Gen. 
Code,  resort  may  be  had  to  expert  testimony,  instead  of  an  actual 
appraisement,  then — §  499-15,  Gen.  Code^— thirty  days'  notice 
must  be  given  of  the  time  and  place  of  hearij^g.  Experts  must 
be  given  tim^  to  examine  the  property,  oT'  their  opinions  would 
be  valueless ;  and  after  the  taking  of  testimony  a  tentative  valua- 
tion would  be  fixed  and  the  investigation  would  proceed  as  be: 
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fore.  In  a  large  plant,  where  millions  of  dollars'  worth  of  prop- 
erty is  involved,  and  the  rights  of  thousands  of  consumers  are 
involved,  all  of  this  consumes  months  of  time;  and,  unless  the 
course  laid  down  hy  the  law  is  followed,  no  intelligent  conclusion 
could  be  arrived  at,  the  labor  and  expense  would  be  in  vain,  and 
the  rates,  when  finally  established,  would  be  ill^aL  It  is  only 
by  such  painstaking  and  tedious  process  that  the  rights  of  the 
respective  parties  can  be  determined  with  any  degree  of  cer- 
tainty, or  that  the  law  can  be  complied  with. 

As  under  the  provisions  of  §  528,  (Jen.  Code,  a  rate  can  be 
suspended,  at  most,  but  sixty  days,  of  what  avail  would  it  be  and 
what  would  become  of  the  rate  after  that  period,  and  while  the 
proceeding  was  going  through  the  l^al  course  to  its  final  con- 
clusion ? 

Doubtless  the  legislature  could  provide  some  way  whereby  the 
Commission  could  have  some  control  or  supervision  over  a  pro- 
posed utility  rate  during  the  pendency  of  the  proceeding  to  estab- 
lish the  permanent  rate;  but  it  has  not  done  so,  and  it  is  not 
within  the  province  of  this  Conunission  to  supply  the  omission 
by  making  an  unlawful  order  in  the  premises. 

The  application  for  a  rehearing  is  denied. 


UNITED  STATES  DISTRICTT  COI7RT,  D.  OREGOX. 

DE  PAUW  UNIVERSITY  et  al. 
PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OF  OREGON  et  al, 

[247  Fed.  183.] 

Public  utilities  —  Land  company  furnishing  water  to  purchasers. 

1.  A  company  engaged  in  selling  lands  owned  by  it,  and  as  an  in- 
cident of  the  sale  furnishing  water  for  irrigation  and  domestie  use  to 
the  purcfaaserB,  and  no  oth«rB>  at  a  fixed  contract  rate,  is  not  a  public 
utility,  and  therefore  not  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Oregon  Publie 
Service  Commission. 

Parties  —  Joinder  —  Parties  defendant  —  Individual  members  iHtfc 
Commission  —  Propriety. 

2.  In  a  0uit  brought  to  restrain  the  enforaeineiit  of  a  Gcttunissioo 
order  fiziiig  rates  on  the  ground  that  it  is  Toid  for  want  of  jurisdiction, 
it  is  proper  to  join  the  individual  members  with  the  Commission  as  a 
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body,  as  parties  defendant;  since  if  the  Commission  was  without  juris- 
diction the  acts  complained  of  are  the  acts  of  the  members  as  individ- 
uals. 

Parties  —  Injunction  —  Joinder  of  domestic  company  in  suit  hy  non^ 
resident  bondholders  —  Diversity  of  citizenship  —  Jurisdiction  of 
Federal  court, 

3.  Nonresident  bondholders  of  a  domestic  corporation  may  maintain 
a  suit  in  a  Federal  court,  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  a  Commission 
order  threatening  injury  to  their  security  on  the  ground  of  diversity  of 
citizenship ;  since  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  domestic  company  be  made 

a  party  plaintiff  in  a  suit  of  this  character. 

# 

[December  17,  1917.] 

In  equity.  On  motion  to  dismiss  bill  of  De  Panw  University, 
a  corporation,  and  others,  against  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Oregon  and  the  individual  members  thereof,  for  an  in- 
junction restraining  an  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  water 
rates  for  the  J.  F.  Luse  Company ;  motion  overruled. 

For  the  Commission  case,  see  P.U.E.1917F,  244. 

Appearances:  Carey  &  Kerr  and  Charles  A.  Hart,  all  of 
Portland,  Oregon,  for  plaintiffs;  George  M.  Brown,  Attorney 
General,  and  J.  O.  Bailey,  Assistant  Attorney  General,  for  de- 
fendants. 

Bean,  District  Judge,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
This  is  a  suit  against  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Ore- 
gon and  the  individual  members  thereof,  brought  by  the  tmstees 
named  in,  and  the  holders  of  substantially  all  the  bonds  secured 
by,  a  mortgage  or  trust  deed  given  by  the  J.  F.  Luse  Company 
on  its  irrigation  plant  in  Douglas  county,  to  secure  a  bond  issue 
of  $100,000.  The  relief  sought  is  an  injunction  restraining 
the  enforcement  of  an  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  the  rates 
to  be  charged  by  the  Luse  company  for  water  furnished  its  cus- 
tomers, on  the  ground  that  such  order  is  void  for  want  of  juris- 
diction. The  suit  is  for  hearing  on  a  motion  to  dismiss  the  bill. 
[1]  The  facts  appearing  in  the  complaint  and  essential  to  the 
questions  for  decision  are  that  in  September,  1908,  the  Siitherlin 
Land  &  Water  Company  acquired  by  purchase  approximately 
38,000  acres  of  irrigable  land  in  Douglas  county,  with  the  inten- 
tion of  subdividing  and  selling  the  same.  In  order  to  irrigate 
the  land,  it  acquired  about  the  same  time,  by  purchase,  appro- 
priation, and  otherwise,  the  right  to  divert  sufHcient  water  from 
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the  Calipooia  river  and  other  sources.  It  thereupon,  and  during 
tho  years  1908,  1909,  1910,  1911,  and  1912,  constructed  and 
completed  an  irrigation  system,  by  which  the  water  so  appro- 
priated and  acquired  was  carried  to  and  upon  the  lands,  at  a 
cost  exceeding  $100,000.  From  time  to  time,  and  as  the  work 
progressed  on  the  irrigation  system,  the  land  company  sold  or 
contracted  to  sell  to  simdry  persons  various  parcels  of  land,  and 
by  the  contract  of  sale  undertook  and  agreed  that,  in  considera- 
tion of  the  payment  of  the  purchase  price  and  the  performance 
of  other  stipulations  by  the  purchasers,  that^t  would  provide  or 
cause  to  be  provided  in  perpetuity  water  for  domestic  use  by  the 
purchasers  and  for  the  irrigation  of  the  particular  land  covered 
by  the  contract  during  the  irrigating  season,  upon  the  payment 
in  advance  by  such  purchasers  of  a  certain  stipulated  rate  there- 
for. 

In  November,  1912,  the  Sutherlin  Land  &  Water  Company 
conveyed  to  the  J.  F.  Luse  Company  all  of  the  land  then  remain- 
ing unsold  and  also  its  interest  in  uncompleted  contracts  of  sale 
previously  made,  and  the  water  rights  and  irrigation  system, 
and  the  Liise  company  agreed  to  and  did  assume  all  the  debts 
of  the  Sutherlin  company  and  all  obligations  imposed  upon  it 
with  respect  to  providing  water  for  the  parcels  of  land  thereto- 
fore sold.  The  Luse  company  thereupon  entered  into  possession 
of  the  irrigation  system  so  conveyed,  since  which  time  it  has 
maintained  such  system  and  expended  large  sums  of  money  in 
the  installation  and  maintenance  thereof,  and  has  made  contracts 
of  sale  for  a  large  number  of  tracts  of  land  similar  to  those  made 
by  its  predecessor,  and  has  in  aU  respects  complied  with  the 
ternfis  and  provisions  of  the  contracts  and  conveyances  executed 
by  it  or  its  predecessor  with  respect  to  providing  water  to  pur- 
chasers. 

It  is  alleged  in  the  complaint  that  at  no  time  has  the  Suther- 
lin Land  &  Water  Company  or  the  J.  F.  Luse  Company  "sold 
or  furnished  or  offered  to  sell  or  furnish,  or  held  itself  out  as 
ready  to  furnish,  water  to  any  person  whatsoever  other  than  the 
owners  of  land  purchased  from  one  or  the  other  of  such  corpora- 
tions,'' except  that  for  a  short  time  the  Luse  company  permitted 
the  city  of  Sutherlin  to  use  certain  of  the  surplus  waters  while 
the  city  was  engaged  in  securing  a  permanent  supply  for  itself; 
but  such  arrangement  was  temporary  and  at  all  times  subject 
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to  the  demands  and  rights  of  the  irrigation  company  and  its  pur- 
chasers. 

In  July,  1916,  certain  purchasers  of  land  filed  a  petition  with 
the  Puhlic  Service  Commission  in  which  they  alleged  that  tho 
Luse  company  was  a  puhlic  utility,  and  that  the  amounts  speci- 
fied in  their  contracts  of  purchase,  to  be  paid  by  them  as  a  condi- 
tion precedent  to  the  right  to  use  water,  were  exorbitant,  unrea- 
sonable, and  discriminatory,  and  praying  that  the  Commission 
enter  an  order  setting  aside  and  annulling  such  contracts,  and 
fixing  and  establishing  rates  to  be  paid  by  them. 

The  land  company  and  the  trustees  named  in  the  mortgage 
given  by  it  to  secure  the  bond  issue  appeared  and  denied  that  the 
Commission  had  jurisdiction  over  the  matter  of  annulling  or 
modifying  the  contracts  between  the  irrigation  company  and  the 
purchasers  of  land,  or  to  fix  or  establish  the  rates  to  be  paid  by 
them.  The  Commission,  however,  assumed  jurisdiction,  and  at- 
tempted to  fix  and  establish  the  rates  to  be  collected  by  the  com- 
pany at  practically  one  third  of  the  amount  named  in  the  con- 
tracts previously  made  with  the  purchasers,  without,  as  the  bill 
alleges,  any  evidence  being  "produced  or  received  by  such  Com- 
mission showing  or  tending  to  show  that  sruch  rates  were  sufficient 
to  provide  a  fund  requisite  to  enable  the  irrigation  company  to 
operate  the  system  and  continue  to  furnish  water  to  the  pur- 
chasers of  the  land,  as  required  by  their  contracts  and  convey- 
ances." 

Laying  aside  many  reasons  urged  in  support  of  the  bill,  and 
assuming  that  the  Public  Utilities  Act  applies  to  irrigation  com- 
panies, it  is  clear  to  my  mind  that  it  can  only  apply  to  such 
companies  as  are  engaged  in  the  general  sale  or  rental  of  water 
to  all  who  may  apply  for  it  within  a  given  area,  and  not  to  n 
private  corporation  that  has  no  dealings  with  the  public,  but 
which  merely  undertakes  to  furnish  water  in  fulfilment  of  pri 
vate  contracts  made  with  certain  individuals  selected  by  it.  That 
is  all  the. Luse  compaky  or  its  predecessor  was  doing  or  offering 
to  do.  They  were  not  selling  or  offering  to  sell  water  to  all  who 
might  apply  therefor,  and  who  could  be  served  by  their  system, 
and  did  not  hold  themselves  out  as  ready  or  willing  to  do  so. 
They  were  engaged  in  selling  certain  lands  owned  by  them,  and 
incident  thereto  agreeing  to  furnish  water  to  their  purchasers 
and  no  others.    Tfads  did  not  make  them  a  public  service  corporar 
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tion  and  subject  to  the  jurisdicticm  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission. A  public  utility  is  defined,  by  the  act  under  which  the 
right  is  claimed  to  .fix  the  rates  to  be  charged  by  the  Luse  com- 
pany, to  include  corporations,  eta^  who  shall  own,  operate,  man- 
age, and  control  any  plant  or  equipment  for  the  delivering  or 
furnishing  of  water  or  power  directly  or  indirectly  to  or  for 
the  public.  Section  1,  chap.  279,  Laws  1911.  Now,  neither  the 
Luse  company  nor  its  predecessor  in  interest  come  within  thi» 
definition;  for  they  were  not  engaged  in  furnishing  or  selling 
water  to  or  for  the  public,  but  only  to  such  parties  as  they  might 
select. 

The  distinction  between  a  public  service  irrigation  company 
and  a  private  concern  is  so  fully  covered  by  the  supreme  court 
of  California  in  Thayer  v.  California  Development  Go.  164  CaL 
117,  128  Pac.  21,  and  Del  Mar  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Eshle^ 
man,  167  Cal.  666,  140  Pac.  591,  948,  that  it  would  be  useless 
for  me  to  attempt  to  add  anything  thereto.  Nor  does  the  Eastero 
Oregon  Land  Co.  v.  Willow  River  Land  &  Irrig.  Co.  122  O.  0» 
A.  636,  204  Fed.  516,  or  Van  Dyke  v.  Geary,  244  U.  S.  89,  61 
L.  ed.  973,  37  Sup.  Ct  £ep.  483,  l^id  any  8upp<»t  to  defendants'^ 
position.  The  former  was  an  action  by  an  irrigation  company 
to  condenm  land  for  its  ditches  and  canals.  The  controlling  ques- 
tion was  whether  its  purpose  was  to  serve  the  public  within  the 
meaning  of  §  6525,  Lord's  Oregon  Laws,  or  a  purely  private 
undertaking.  The  trial  court  and  a  majority  of  the  court  of 
appeals  held  from  the  evidence  that  the  land  sought  to  be  con- 
demned was  for  the  establishing  of  an  irrigation  system  to  serve 
the  public  by  furnishing  water  to  persons  owning  lands  adjacent 
to  the  plaintiff's  canals  and  ditches;  and  in  the  latter  case  the 
court  says  there  was  nothing  in  the  record  to  indicate  that  the 
plaintiff  was  engaged  in  furnishing  water  only  to  the  particular 
individuals,  but  rather  to  all  residents  and  inhabitants  within  a 
given  area. 

[2]  It  is  urged  that  the  suit  is  not  maintainable  against  the 
members  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  as  individuals.  If 
the  Commission  was  without  jurisdiction  to  do  what  it  attempted 
to  do,  then  the  acts  of  its  members  and  the  subsequent  steps 
likely  to  be  taken,  as  outlined  in  the  bill,  are  acts  of  individuals. 
It  is  therefore  proper  to  join  the  Commission  as  a  body  and  also 
its  individual  members.    This  seems  to  be  the  practice  sanctioned 
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in  similar  cases.  Beagan  y.  IWmaro'  Loan  &  T.  Co.  154  TJ.  S. 
363,  38  L.  ed.  1014,  4  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  560,  14  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
1047;  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  TJ.  S. 
352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
729,  Ann.  Oas.  1916A,  18. 

[3]  It  is  also  contended  that  the  J.  P.  Luse  Company  is  an 
indispensable  party,  and  should  he  aligned  on  the  side  of  the 
plaintiffs,  thus  destroying  the  diversity  of  citizenship.  This  is 
not  a  suit  to  revise  the  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
or  to  have  determined  what  would  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  rate 
to  be  charged  by  such  company;  nor  is  it  sought  to  enforce  the 
performance  of  some  contract  or  obligation  of  the  company,  or 
inquire  into  the  conduct  or  management  of  its  affairs.  But  it  is 
a  suit  by  the  mortgagee  or  bondholders  to  enjoin  threatened  injury 
to  their  security.  That  such  a  suit  can  be  maintained  without 
the  presence  of  the  mortgagor  seems  settled  by  the  authorities. 
Mercantile  Trust  Co.  v.  Texas  &  P.  R.  Co.  (C.  C.)  51  Fed.  529 ; 
Reagan  v.  Fanners'  Loan  &  T.  Co.  supra ;  Knickerbocker  Trust 
Co.  V.  Kalamazoo  (C.  C.)  182  Fed.  865;  Carey  v.  Brown,  92 
U.  S.  171,  23  L.  ed.  469 ;  Illinois  C.  R  Co.  v.  Adams,  86  C.  C. 
A.  635,  93  Fed.  852. 

Motion  to  dismiss  is  therefore  overruled. 
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ILLINOIS  CENTRAL  RAILROAD  COMPANY 
PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OF  ILLINOIS  et  al. 

[No.  416J 

PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  OP  ILLINOIS  et  al. 

V. 

UNITED  STATES  et  aL 

[No.  448.] 

(M6  U.  S.  4^8,  62  L.  ed.  — ,  38  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  170.) 

C<mrts  —  Federal  —  Proper  district  —  Enjoining  interference  with 
compliance  with  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

1.  A  suit  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened  interference  by  state  au- 
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thorities  with  the  eatabliBhinent  and  maintenaiioe  of  increued  intrastate 
rates  conformably  to  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commisaion, 
made  for  the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrimination  against  interstate 
commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity  between  existing  intrastate 
rates  and  interstate  rates,  which  latter  the  Ooramission  found  to  be  rea- 
sonable,— is  not  one  to  enforce  an  order  of  the  Commission,  which  under 
the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat  at  L.  219,  chap.  32,  Comp.  SUt. 
1916,  §  994),  may  only  be  brought  in  the  Federal  district  court  which 
embraces  the  residence  of  the  parties  upon  whose  petition  the  order 
was  made,  but  is  one  which  comes  within  the  prorision  in  the  Act  of 
June  18,  1010  (36  Stat,  at  L.  539,  chap.  309),  $  1  (repeated  in  Judicial 
Code,  §  207),  which  preserves  and  continues  the  general  jurisdiction 
of  the  district  courts  over  cases  and  proceedings  not  therein  enumerated. 

Parties  —  Defendants  —  United  States  —  Interstate  Commerce  Com^ 
mission. 

2.  Neither  the  United  Stetes  nor  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion is  a  necessary  party  to  a  suit  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened 
interference  by  stete  authorities  with  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  increased  intrastate  rates  conformably  to  an  order  of  the  Interstete 
Commerce  Commission,  made  for  the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrimina- 
tion against  interstete  commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity  be- 
tween existing  intrastate  and  interstate  rates. 

United  States  —  Immunity  from,  suit  —  Cross  hill  —  Ancillary  suits. 

3.  The  immunity  of  the  United  States  from  suit  recognizes  no  dis- 
tinction between  cross  bills  and  original  bills,  or  between  ancillary  and 
original  suite,  but  extends  to  suite  of  every  class. 

United  States  ^-  Immunity  from  suit  —  Consent  —  Proper  district. 

4.  The  United  States  having  consented  by  the  Judicial  Code,  §§  208 
and  211,  and  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L.  219,  chap.  32, 
Comp.  Stet.  1916,  §  994),  te  be  made  a  party  to  suits  te  set  aside  orders 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  brought  in  the  Federal  district 

.  court  wherein  is  the  residence  of  the  parties  upon  whose  petitions  the 
orders  were  made,  may  not  be  sued  in  a  district  not  within  the  consent 
given. 

Courts  —  Federal  —  Jurisdiction  —  Proper  distrd^  —  Cross  hUU 

6.  Cross  bills  in  suite  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened  interference 
by  state  authorities  with  compliance  with  an  order  of  the  Interstete 
Commerce  Commission,  which  assail  the  validity  of  the  Commission's 
order  and  pray  that  it  be  set  aside  and  annulled,  and  that  the  United 
Stetes  and  the  Commission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  it,  and  the  car- 
riers from  complying  with  it,  must  be  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion where  the  original  suits  are  brought  in  a  Federal  district  other 
than  the  one  wherein  is  the  residence  of  the  party  upon  whose  petition 
the  order  was  made;  since  in  subject-matter  and  purpose  such  cross 
bills  are  suits  to  set  aside  the  Commission's  order  which,  under  the 
Judicial  Code,  §§  208  and  211,  must'  be  brought  against  the  United 
States,  and  which,  under  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L. 
219,  chap.  32,  Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  994,  may  be  brought  only  in  the  dis- 
tricts designated. 
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Intertimte  Commerce  Com,mi88ion  «  Pother  —  Change  of  intrastate 
rates  —  Di8crim,ination  against  interstate  commerce, 

6.  Congress  could  and  did  vest  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
with  authority  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  interstate 
commerce  by  directing  a  change  of  an  intrastate  rate  prescribed  by  state 
authority. 

Orders  —  interstate  Commerce  Commission  —  Release  from  operation 
of  stale  law, 

7.  Noncompliance  by  carriers  with  a  state  intrastate  rate  law  may 
be  excused  by  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  which 
requires  an  advance  in  intrastate  rates  to  remove  an  existing  discrimina- 
tion against  interstate  commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity  be- 
tween existing  interstate  and  intrastate  rates. 

Orders  —  Interstate  Com,m.erce  Com^mission  —  Indeflniteness, 

8.  An  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  requiring  a  re- 
adjustment ef  intrastate  rates  prescribed  by  state  authority,  made  for 
the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrimination  against  interstate  commerce 
found  to  result  from  a  disparity  between  intrastate  and  interstate 
rates,  is  invalid  for  uncertainty  where  it  has  no  definite  field  of  opera- 
tion and  leaves  uncertain  the  territory  or  points  to*  which  it  applies. 

[January  14,.1018.1 

Cbo88  appeals  from  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 

0 

for  the  Northern  District  of  Illinois  to  review  decrees  dismiss- 
ing bills  and  cross  bills  in  a  suit  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened 
interference  by  state  authorities  with  compliance  with  an  order 
of  the  Interstate  C<Hnmerce  Commission ;  afErmed. 

Appearances:  Silas  H.  Strawn,  Robert  Bruce  Scott,  Andrew 
P.  Hamburgh  M.  L.  Bell,  Clarence  Brown,  N.  S.  Brown,  Alfred 
H.  Bright,  Eobert  J.  Gary,  Homer  T.  Dick,  W.  F.  Dickinson,. 
0.  W.  Dynes,  Harvey  J.  Elam,  J.  M.  Elliott,  L.  J,  Hackney,. 
J.  M.  Hamill,  Burton  Hanson,  Henry  G.  Herbel,  Shirley  T. 
High,  Alexander  Pope  Humphrey,  W.  S.  Horton,  Edward  M. 
Hyzer,  Walter  H.  Jacobs,  Edward  C.  Kramer,  Blewett  Lee,. 
Gardiner  Lathrop,  F;  M.  Miner,  J.  L.  Minnis,  John  L.  Mc- 
Inemey,  Edward  D.  Mohr,  W.  A.  Northeutt,  T.  J.  Norton,  John 
Barton  Payne,  Sidney  R.  Prince,  R.  W.  Richards,  E.  M.  Smart,. 
0.  M.  Spencer,  Charles  P.  Stewart,  H.  L.  Stone,  P.  B.  Warren,. 
Edward  J.  White,  R.  H.  Widdicombe,  D.  P.  Williams,  C.  C. 
Wright,  and  F.  G.  Wright  for  the  railroad  companies;  George 
T.  Buckingham,  James  H.  Wilkerson,  and  Mr.  Edward  J. 
Brundage,  Attorney  General  of  Illinois,  for  the  Public  Utilities 

Commission  of  Illinois ;  Joseph  W.  Folk  for  the  Interstate  Com- 
^.r.K.l9i8C. 
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merce  Commission;   Solicitor  General  Davis  for  the  United 
States. 

Statement  by  Mr.  Justice  Van  Devanter : 

These  cross  appeals  present  a  controversy  over  the  validity, 
scope,  and  effect  of  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission dealing  with  discrimination  found  to  result  from  a  dis- 
parity in  interstate  and  intrastate  passenger  rates.  The  facts 
and  proceedings  to  be  considered  are  these:  The  Mississippi 
river  forms  the  boundary  between  the  states  of  Missouri  and 
Iowa  on  the  west  and  the  state  of  Illinois  on  the  east.  East  St. 
Louis,  in  southwestern  Illinois,  is  directly  across  the  river  from 
St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  Hamilton,  in  western  Illinois,  is  directly 
across  the  river  from  Keokuk,  Iowa.  At  both  places  the  river  is 
spanned  by  railroad  bridges  whereby  the  lines  of  railroad  on 
one  side  are  connected  with  those  on  the  other.  For  some  years 
prior  to  December  1,  1914,  interstate  passenger  rates  between 
St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  on  the  one  hand,  and  points  in  Illinois, 
on  the  other,  were  on  a  substantial  parity  witii  intrastate  rates 
between  East  St.  Louis  and  Hamilton,  respectively,  and  points 
in  Illinois.  All  were  on  a  basis  of  2  cents  per  mile,  save  that 
the  rates  to  and  from  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk  included  a  bridge 
toll  over  the  river.  All  other  rates  betweai  points  in  Illinois 
were  also  on  the  same  basis,  any  intrastate  rate  in  excess  of  2 
cents  per  mile  being  prohibited  by  a  statute  of  that  state.  On 
December  1,  1914,  the  rates  between  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  re- 
spectively, and  points  in  Illinois,  were  increased  by  the  carriers 
to  2^  cents  per  mile,  plus  bridge  tolls,  the  parity  theretofore 
existing  being  thereby  broken.  Following  this  increase,  the 
Business  Men's  League  of  St  Louis,  a  corporate  body  of  that 
city  engaged  in  fostering  its  interests,  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  a  petition  against  the  carriers,  charging 
that  the  rates  between  St.  Louis  and  points  in  Illinois  were  un- 
reasonable in  themselves,  and,  in  connecticm  with  the  lower  intra- 
state rates,  worked  an  unreasonable  discrimination  against  St 
Louis  and  in  favor  of  Illinois  cities,  particularly  East  St.  Louis 
and  Chicago,  and  a  like  discrimination  against  interstate  pas- 
senger traffic  to  and  from  St.  Louis  and  in  favor  of  intrastate 
passenger  traffic  to  and  from  East  St  Louis  and  Chicago.  An 
association  representing  interests  in  Keokuk,  Iowa,  intervened 
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and  urged  that  any  relief  granted  with  respect  to  St.  Louis  be 
extended  to  Keokuk,  so  the  former  would  not  have  an  undue 
advantage  over  the  latter.  The  state  of  Illinois,  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  of  that  state,  an  association  representing  inter- 
ests in  Chicago,  and  another  association  representing  interests  in 
East  St.  Louis,  also  intervened  and  opposed  any  action  contem- 
plating or  requiring  an  increase  in  intrastate  rates.  After  a 
hearing,  in  which  all  the  parties  and  interveners  participated, 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  filed  a  report  (41  Inters. 
Com.  Kep.  18)  finding  that  the  existing  bridge  tolls  at  St.  Louis 
and  Keokuk  were  unobjectionable,  that  rates  between  either  of 
those  cities  and  points  in  Illinois  were  reasonable  when  not  in 
excess  of  2.4  cents  per  mile,  plus  bridge  tolls,  and  that  the  serv- 
ice, equipment,  and  accommodations  provided  for  intrastate  pas- 
sengers to  and  from  East  St.  Louis,  Hamilton,  and  Chicago, 
were  the  same  as  those  provided  for  interstate  passengers  to  and 
from  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  In  that  report  the  Commission 
also  found  that  the  contemporaneous  maintenance  between  East 
St.  Louis  ^  and  Hamilton,*  respectively,  and  other  points  in 
Illinois,  of  rates  on  a  lower  basis  than  those  maintained  via  the 
same  routes  between  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  respectively,  and 
the  same  points  in  Illinois,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  gave  an  undue 
preference  to  East  St.  Louis  and  Hamilton  and  to  intrastate  pas- 
senger traffic  to  and  from  the  latter  points,  and  subjected  St. 
Louis  and  Keokuk  and  interstate  passenger  traffic  to  and  from 
those  cities  to  an  unreasonable  disadvantage;  that  the  existing 
disparity  in  interstate  and  intrastate  rates  worked  an  unjust 
discrimination  against  St.  Louis  and  in  favor  of  Chicago  in  so 
far  as  the  rates  between  St.  Louis  and  points  in  Illinois  approxi- 
mately equidistant  from  those  cities  exceeded,  by  more  than  the 
bridge  toll,  the  rates  between  Chicago  and  the  same  points ;  that 
the  disparity  worked  a  like  discrimination  against  Keokuk  and 
in  favor  of  Chicago;- and  that  the  existence  on  the  reasonably 
direct  lines  of  the  carriers  in  the  territory  between  Chicago,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  on  the  other,  of  intra- 
state rates  on  a  lower  basis  per  mile  than  the  rates  between  that 

^The  report  similarly  speaks  of  other  towns  across  the  river  from  St. 
^uis,  East  St.  Louis  being  here  mentioned  as  representative  of  all. 

'  The  report  refers  to  a  plurality  of  points  opposite  Keokuk,  but  it  suffices 
here  to  mention  Hamilton. 
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territory  and  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  bridge  tolls  excepted, 
operated  to  subject  interstate  traffic  to  an  unreasonable  disad- 
vantage. 

The  Commission  then  made  an  order  intended  to  result  in  the 
installation  of  rates  not  exceeding  2.4  cents  per  mile  b^iween 
St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  respectively,  and  points  in  Illinois,  and 
to  remove  the  discrimination  shown  in  the  report;  but  shortly 
thereafter  the  Conaimission  recalled  that  order  and  filed  a  sup- 
plemental report  (41  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  503)  indicating  that 
lawful  interstate  rates  between  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  Illinois  points,  on  the  other,  could  be  defeated  by 
the  use  of  two  tickets,  one  purchased  at  the  interstate  rate  for 
a  part  of  the  journey  and  the  other  at  the  lower  intrastate  rate 
for  the  remainder,  and  therefore  that  the  order  should  be  so 
framed  as  to  cover  the  rates  between  the  intermediate  points. 
In  this  connection  it  was  said  that  the  discrimination  against 
interstate  traffic  resulting  from  the  lower  intrastate  rates  "would 
not  be  removed  merely  by  an  increase  in  the  intrastate  fares  to 
and  from  the  east  bank  points,"  and  that  "any  contemporaneous 
adjustments  of  fares  between  St.  Louis  or  Keokuk  and  points  in 
Illinois,  and  generally  within  Illinois,  which  would  permit  the 
defeat  of  the  St.  Louis,  Keokuk,  East  St.  Louis,  or  any  other  east 
side  city  fares  by  methods  such  as  described  above,  and  which 
would  thereby  permit  the  continuance  of  the  undue  prejudice 
which  we  have  found  is  suffered  by  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk,  and 
continue  to  burden  interstate  commerce,"  would  not  comply  with 
the  order  about  to  be  entered.  An  order  was  then  made,  which 
is  copied  in  the  margin.' 

9  The  order  is  dated  October  17,  1916,  and,  omitting  the  caption,  reads  aB 
f oUowB : 

"It  appearing.  That  on  July  12,  1916,  the  Commission  entered  its  report 
and  order  in  this  proceeding,  and  on  the  date  hereof  a  supplemental  report, 
which  reports  are  hereby  referred  to  and  made  a  part  hereof: 

"It  is  ordered,  That  the  said  order  of  July  12,  1916,  be,  and  it  is  hereby, 
vacated,  and  that  the  following  be  substituted  therefor : 

"It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  above-named  defendants,  according  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  arc  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  cease  and  desist,  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  and  thereafter  to 
abstain,  from  publishing,  demanding,  or  collecting  passenger  fares  between 
St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  points  in  Illinois  upon  a  basis  higher  than  2.4  cents 
per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  which  basis  was  found  reasonable  in  said 
report,  or  higher  than  the  fares  contemporaneously  exacted  for  the  trans* 
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In  obedience  to  that  order  the  carriers — of  whom  there  were 
29 — ^took  the  requisite  steps  to  establish  and  put  in  force  inter- 
state rates  on  a  basis  of  2.4  cents  per  mile  between  St.  Louis  and 
Keokuk,  respectively,  and  points  in  Illinois,  and  those  rates  be- 
came effective.  Then,  believing  the  order  required  all  intrastate 
rates  in  Illinois  to  be  on  a  level  with  those  interstate  rates,  bridge 
tolls  excepted,  the  carriers  proceeded  to  establish  and  put  in 
force  new  rates  between  all  points  in  that  srtate  on  a  basis  of  2.4 
cents  per  mile.  This  met  with  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
state  authorities,  and  the  carriers  severally  brought  suits  against 
them,  in  the  district  court  for  the  northern  district  of  Illinois, 
to  enjoin  them  from  interfering,  by  civil  or  criminal  proceed- 
ings, or  otherwise,  with  the  establiahm^it  and  mainteaance  of 
such  intrastate  rates  under  the  Commission's  order.  The  suits 
were  consolidated  and  the  present  appeals  are  from  decrees  dis- 
missing the  bills  for  want  of  equity,  and  dismissiug  cross  bills 
of  the  state  authorities  for  want  of  jurisdiction. 

Mr.  Justice  Van  Devanter^  after  making  the  foregoing  state* 
ment,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 

[1]  The  questions  to  which  attention  is  first  invited  relate  to 
the  pow^  of  the  district  court  in  the  northern  district  of  Illinois 
to  entertain  the  suits  and  the  cross  bills,  in  view  of  the  juris- 
dictional provision  in  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913,  chap.  32,  38 
Stat,  at  L.  219,  Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  994,  that  a  suit  ''to*  enforce, 
suspend  or  set  aside,  in  whole  or  in  part,''  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission relating  to  transportation,  and  made  upon  petition,  may 
be  brought  only  in  the  district  ''whearein  is  the  residence  of  the 
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portation  of  passengers  between  East  St.  Louis,  Illinois,  and  the  same  Illinois 
points,  by  more  than  a  reasonable  bridge  toll;  or  fares  constructed  upon  a 
higher  basis  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  than  fares  contemporaneously 
maintained  between  Illinois  points  intermediate  between  St.  Louis,  Missouri^ 
and  points  in  Illinois,  as  such  fares  have  been  found  in  said  report  to  be 
unlawfully  discriminatory. 

"It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above  defendants,  according  as  they  par- 
ticipate in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  required 
to  cease  and  desist,  on  or  before  January  15,  19l7,  and  thereafter  to  abstain, 
from  publishing,  demanding,  or  collecting  fares  for  the  transportation  of  pas- 
sengers between  $t.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  points  in  Illinois,  the  basis  of  which 
per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  is  higher  than  the  basis  per  mile  for  fares 
coBtemporaneously  maintained  between  Chicago  and  the  same  Illinois  points, 
as  such  fares  have  been  foimd  in  said  report  to  be  unlawfully  discriminatory. 
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party  or  any  of  the  parties  upon  whose  petition  the  order  vas 
made,"  , 

It  was  objected  in  the  district  court  that  the  suits  were  Drought 
to  enforce  the  Commission's  order,  and  therefore  could  be  enter- 
tained only  in  the  eastern  district  of  Missouri,  which  embraces 
the  residence  of  the  party  upon  whose  petition  the  order  was 
made.  But  the  court  sustained  its  jurisdiction,  ruling  that  the 
suits  were  not  of  the  nature  indicated  by  the  objection. 

''It  18  further  ordered,  That  the  above-named  def^danta,  according  as  thej 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  cease  and  desist,  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  and  thereafter 
to  abstain,  from  publishing,  demanding,  or  collecting  passenger  fares  between 
Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  lUinois  upon  a  basis  higher  than  2.4  cents  per 
mile,  bridge  toUs  excepted,  which  basis  was  found  reasonable  in  eaid  report* 
or  higher  per  mile  than  the  fares  contemporaneously  exacted  for  the  trsns- 
portation  of  passengers  between  Illinois  points,  directly  opposite  Keokuk  and 
the  same  Illinois  points,  by  more  than  a  reasonable  bridge  toll;  or  fares  con- 
structed upon  a  higher  basis  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  than  fares  eon- 
temporaneously  maintained  between  Illinois  points  intermediate  between 
Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Illinois,  as  such  fares  have  been  found  in  said 
report  to  be  unlawfully  discriminatory. 

"It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  above-named  defendants,  according  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  cease  and  desist,  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  and  tliereafter 
to  abstain,  from  publishing,  demanding,  or  collecting  fares  for  the  transpor- 
tation of  passengers  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  lUinois,  the  basis 
of  which  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  is  higher  than  the  basis  per  mile 
for  fares  contemporaneously  maintained  between  Chicago  and  the  same  lUi- 
nois poinds,  as  sueh  fares  have  been  found  in  said  r^ort  to  be  unlawfully 
discriminatory. 

"It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above-named  defendants,  according  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  establish  and  put  in  force  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  upon 
notice  to  this  Commission  and  to  the  general  public  by  not  less  than  thirty 
days'  filing  and  posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  §  6  of  the  Act  to  Bega- 
late  Commerce,  and  thereafter  to  maintain  and  apply  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  between  St.  Louis  and  points  in  Illinois  fares  upon  a  basis  not 
in  excess  of  the  fares  between  East  St.  Louis,  Illinois,  and  the  same  points 
by  more  than  a  reasonable  bridge  toll;  nor  upon  a  higher  basis  per  mile, 
bridge  tolls  excepted,  than  fares  contemporaneously  maintained  between  Illi- 
nois points  intermediate  between  St.  Louis  and  points  in  Illinois,  as  sucb 
fares  have  been  found  in  said  report  to  be  unlawfully  discriminatory. 

"It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above-named  defendants,  according  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  establish  and  put  in  force  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  upon 
notice  to  this  Commission  and  to  the  general  public  by  not  less  than  thirty 
days'  filing  and  posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  §  6  of  the  Act  to  Regn- 
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In  common  acceptation,  a  suit  to  enforce  an  order  of  the  Com- 
mission is  one  which  seeks  to  compel  the  carrier  to  whom  the 
order  is  directed  to  yield  obedience  to  its  command.  Nothing 
in  the  jurisdictional  provision  suggests  that  this  is  not  what  is 
intended,  and  that  it  is  shown  by  the  provision  in  §  16  of  the 
Act  to  Regulate  Commerce  [Feb.  4,  1887,  24  Stat  at  L.  384, 
chap.  104,  as  amended],  chap.  309,  3G  Stat,  at  L.  654,  §  13, 
Comp.  Stat  1916,  §  8584,  that,  if  an  order  respecting  transpor- 

late  Commerce,  and  tliereafter  to  maintain  and  apply  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  between  St  Louis,  Missouri,  and  points  in  Illinois  fares,  the 
basis  of  which  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  is  not  higher  than  the  basis 
per  mile  for  fares  contemporaneously  maintained  between  Chicago  and  those 
same  Illinois  points. 

"It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  above-named  defendants,  aooording  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  establish  and  put  in  force  on  or  before  January  16,  1917,  upon 
notice  to  this  Commission  and  to  the  general  public  by  not  lees  than  thirty 
days'  filing  and  posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  §  6  of  the  Act  to  Regu- 
late Commerce,  and  thereafter  to  maintain  and  apply  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Illinois '  fares  upon  a 
basis  not  in  excess  of  2.4  cents  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  which  basis 
has  been  found  reasonable  in  the  said  report^  nor  in  excess  per  mile  of  the 
fares  between  points  in  Illinois  directly  opposite  to  Keokuk  and  the  same 
points  by  more  than  a  reasonable  bridge  toll;  nor  upon  a  higher  basis  per 
mile,  bridge  tolls  exempted,  than  fares  contemporaneously  effective  between 
Illinois  points  iiktenaediate  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Illinois. 

"It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  above-named  defendants^  according  as  they 
participate  in  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  re- 
quired to  establiflih  and  put  in  force  on  or  before  January  15,  1917,  upon 
notice  to  this  Commission  and  to  the  general  public  by  not  less  than  thirty 
days'  filing  and  posting  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  §  6  of  the  Act  to  Regu- 
late Commerce,  and  thereafter  to  maintain  and  apply  to  the  transportation 
of  passengers  between  Keokuk,  Iowa,  and  points  in  Illinois  fares,  the  basis 
of  vhich  per  mile,  bridge  tolls  excepted,  is  not  higher  than  the  basis  per 
mile  for  fares  contemporaneoualy  maintained  between  Chicago  and  those 
Bame  Illinois  points. 

'*It  is  further  ordered.  That  said  defendants,  according  as  they  participate 
IB  the  transportation,  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  notified  and  required  to  cease 
and  desist,  on  or  beleie  January  Id,  1917,  and  thereafter  to  abstain,  from 
the  undue  preferences  and  the  undue  and  unreasonable  prejudices  and  dis- 
adyantages  found  in  said  report  to  result  from  the  contemporaneous  main- 
tenance between  Illinois  points  of  passenger  fares,  which  fares,  in  combina- 
tion with  other  farea  required  or  permitted  by  this  order,  would  produce  the 
diicrimination  against  interstate  covnmeree  and  the  undue  preferences  in 
iavor  of  intrastate  commerce  condemned  in  the  report  of  the  Commission. 

"And  it  is  further  ordered,  That  this  order  shall  continue  in  force  for  a 
period  of  not  Ism  tlwa  two  years  from  the  date  when  ft  shall  take  effect." 
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tation  be  not  obeyed  by  the  carrier,  the  same  may  be  enforced 
at  the  suit  of  the  Commission,  an  injured  party,  or  the  United 
States,  by  an  appropriate  writ  of  process  restraining  the  carrier 
from  further  disobedience  and  enjoining  upon  it  due  compliaRcc 
with  the  order.  A  reading  of  both  provisions  leaves  no  room 
to  doubt  that  the  suit  to  enforce  so  clearly  outlined  in  one  is  the 
suit  intended  by  the  other. 

But  these  were  not  suits  of  that  type.  They  were  begun  by 
the  carriers,  not  against  them,  and  proceeded  upon  the  theory, 
not  that  the  carriers  were  in  default,  but  that  they  were  pro- 
ceeding to  obey  the  order.  What  was  alleged  and  sought  to  be 
enjoined  was  threatened  action  on  the  part  of  the  defendants,  the 
state  authorities,  whereby  obedience  on  the  part  of  the  carriers 
would  be  obstructed  and  made  the  occasion  for  subjecting  them 
to  divers  oriminal  proceedings,  suits  for  penalties,  and  the  like. 
In  other  words,  the  suits  were  brought  to  prevent  complete  obedi- 
ence by  the  carriers  from  being  wrongfully  obstructed  and  em- 
barrassed) but  not  to  enforce  the  order  in  the  sense  of  the  juris- 
dictional provision.  Therefore  that  provision  was  not  applicable 
to  them.  They  properly  came  within  the  provision  in  §  1  of  the 
Act  of  June  18,  1910,  chap.  309,  36  Stat,  at  L.  539,  repeated  in 
Judicial  Code,  §  207  [86  Stat,  at  L.  1148,  ehap.  231,  Comp. 
Stat.  1916,  §  993],  which  preserves  and  continues  the  general 
jurisdiction  of  the  district  courts  over  cases  and  proceedings  not 
therein  enumerated. 

[2]  At  this  point  it  will  be  convenient  to  dispose  of  another 
objection  relating  to  the  principal  suits,  but  not  turning  on  the 
jurisdictional  provision.  Shortly  after  the  carriers'  bills  were 
filed,  the  court,  acting  upon  a  motion  of  the  defendants,  ruled 
that  the  United  States  and  the  Commission  were  necessary  par- 
ties, ordered  that  they  be  made  defendants,  and  directed  the 
issue  of  process  against  fkem.  After  they  were  thns  brought  in, 
the  matter  was  considered  again  and  the  bills  were  dismissed  as 
to  them  for  want  of  jurisdiction.  The  defendants  now  say  that 
after  this  dismissal  the  court  did  not  have  before  it  the  requisite 
parties  to  enable  it  to  entertain  the  bills.  But  the  point  is  not 
tenable.  There  was  no  statute  making  the  United  States  or  the 
Commission  a  necessary  party  to  bills  of  that  nature,  nor  was  the 
relief  sought  such  as  to  render  the  presence  of  either  essential 
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under  the  rnlea  applicable  to  suits  in  equity.  It  well  may  be 
that  either  or  both,  if  desiring  to  intervene,  would  have  been 
permitted  to  do  so,  but  there  is  no  warrant  for  thinking  that, 
without  their  presence,  the  bills  could  not  be  entertained. 

[3-5]  The  cross  bills  assailed  the  validity  of  the  Conmiis- 
sion's  order  on  various  grounds,  and  concluded  with  a  prayer 
that  it  be  set  aside  and  annulled,  and  that  the  United  States  and 
the  Commission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  it  and  the  carriers 
from  complying  with  it.  Passing  the  fact  that  they  were  pre- 
sented as  cross  bills,  it  is  apparent  that,  in  subject-matter  and 
purpose,  they  were  suits  to  set  aside  the  order.  By  statute  such 
suits  are  required  to  be  brought  against  the  United  States  (Judi- 
cial Code,  §§  208,  211;  chap.  32,  38  Stat,  at  L.  219,  220),  and 
the  jurisdictional  provision  before  mentioned  permits  them  to  be 
brought  only  in  designated  districts.  Here  the  eastern  district 
of  Missouri  was  the  one  designated,  the  order  being  one  that  was 
made  upon  the  petition  of  a  resident  of  that  district.  The  United 
States  had  consented  to  be  sued  there,  but  not  elsewhere,  and, 
being  suable  only  by  its  consent,  could  not  be  sued  in  a  district 
not  within  the  consent  given.  See  Finn  v.  United  States,  123 
U.  S.  227,  232,  233,  31  L.  ed.  128,  130,  8  Sup.  Ct.  Kep.  82 ; 
SchiUinger  v.  United  States,  155  U.  S.  163,  166,  39  L.  ed.  108, 
109,  15  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  85.  It  therefore  is  certain  that  the  cross 
billa  could  not  be  entertained  in  the  northern  district  of  Illinois, 
unless  in  this  regard  there  be,  as  is  asserted,  a  valid  distinction 
between  a  cross  bill  and  an  original  bill.  No  doubt  there  are 
situations  in  which  a  cross  bill  against  an  ordinary  suitor  may 
be  considered  and  dealt  with  in  virtue  of  the  jurisdiction  over 
the  principal  suit,  even  though  as  an  original  bill  it  could  not 
be  entertained  (see  Denver  v.  New  York  Trust  Co.  229  U.  S. 
123, 135,  57  L.  ed.  1101,  1121,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  651,  and  cases 
cited) ;  but  it  is  otherwise  where  the  cross  bill  is  against  the 
United  States,  for  no  suit  against  it  can  be  brought  without  its 
consent  given  by  law.  Its  immunity  recognizes  no  distinction 
between  cross  bills  and  original  bills,  or  between  ancillary  suits 
and  original  suits,  but  extends  to  suits  of  every  class.  United 
States  V.  McLemore,  4  How.  286,  11  L.  ed.  977 ;  Hill  v.  United 
States,  9  How.  886,  13  L.  ed.  185 ;  Reeside  v.  Walker,  11  How. 
272,  290, 13  L.  ed.  693,  700 ;  De  Groot  v.  United  States,  6  Wall. 
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419,  431-433,  18  L.  ed.  700,  703,  704 ;  Carr  v.  United  States, 
98  U.  S.  433,  437,  25  L.  ed.  209,  211 ;  Belknap  v.  Schild,  161 
U.  S.  10,  16,  40  L.  ed.  599,  601,  16  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  443.  Thus 
the  cross  bills  as  such  had  no  better  standing  than  they  would 
have  had  as  original  bills. 

The  claim  is  made  that  in  any  event  the  cross  bills  should 
have  been  retained  as  to  the  defendants  therein  other  than  the 
United  States.  But  this  is  not  an  admissible  view.  As  before 
indicated,  the  United  States  is  made  by  statute  a  necessary  party 
to  a  suit  to  set  aside  an  order  of  the  Conmiission,  and  this  means 
that  it  is  to  stand  in  judgment  as  representing  the  public.  If  the 
state  authorities  thought  the  order  should  be  set  aside,  and  wished 
to  test  their  right  to  affirmaive  relief  along  that  line,  they  should 
have  resorted  to  the  court  empowered  by  law  to  entertain  a  suit 
of  that  nature. 

It  follows  that  the  district  court  rightly  disposed  of  the  juris- 
dictional questions  by  entertaining  the  principal  suits  and  declin- 
ing to  entertain  the  cross  bills. 

[6,  7]  Whether  the  suits  by  the  carriers  were  rightly  dis- 
missed on  the  merits  is  the  principal  question,  and  its  solution 
turns  on  the  power  of  the  Commissiofn  to  deal  with  discrimina- 
tion arising  out  of  a  disparity  in  interstate  and  intrastate  rates, 
and  on  the  scope  and  effect  of  the  order  made. 

In  their  answers  the  state  authorities  took  the  position  that, 
in  so  far  as  the  order  purports  to  authorize  or  require  a  removal 
of  the  discrimination  found  to  exist  by  a  change  in  intrastate 
rates,  it  is  in  excess  of  any  power  that  has  been  or  can  be  con- 
ferred on  the  Commission,  and  therefore  neither  relieves  the 
carriers  from  full  compliance  with  the  state  rate  law,  nor  pre- 
vents that  law  from  being  fully  enforced  against  them.  If  the 
premise  were  sound  the  conclusion  doubtless  would  follow;  for 
where  the  Commission  makes  an  order  which  it  has  no  power  to 
make,  the  order  ia  necessarily  void,  not  merely  voidable.  But 
that  the  premise  is  not  sound  is  settled  by  the  Shreveport  Case, 
Houston  E.  &  W.  T.  R.  Co.  v.  United  States,  234  U.  S.  342,  58 
L.  ed.  1341,  34  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  833.  Upon  full  consideration  it 
there  was  held : 

1.  Under  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Constitution,  Congress 
has  ample  power  to  prevent  the  common  instrum^a  tali  ties  of 
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interstate  and  intrastate  commerce,  such  as  the  railroads,  from 
being  used  in  their  intrastate  operations  in  such  manner  as  to 
affect  injuriously  traffic  which  is  interstate. 

2.  Where  unjust  discrimination  against  interstate  commerce 
arises  out  of  the  relation  of  intrastate  to  interstate  rates  this  pow- 
er may  be  exerted  to  remove  the  discrimination,  and  this  whether 
the  inti^state  rates  are  maintained  under  a  local  statute  or  by  the 
Toluntaiy  act  of  the  carrier. 

3.  In  correcting  such  discrimination  Congress  is  not  restricted 
to  an  adjustment  or  reduction  of  the  interstate  rates,  but  may 
prescribe  a  reasonable  standard  to  which  they  shall  conform  and 
require  the  carrier  to  adjust  the  intrastate  rates  in  such  way  as 
to  remove  the  discrimination ;  for  where  the  interstate  and  intra- 
state transactions  of  carriers  are  so  related  that  the  effective  regu- 
lation of  one  involves  control  of  the  other,  it  is  Congress,  and  not 
the  state,  that  is  entitled  to  prescribe  the  dominant  rule. 

4.  It  is  admissible  for  Congress  to  provide  for  the  execution 
of  this  power  through  a  subordinate  body  such  as  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  and  this  it  has  done  by  the  Act  to  Begu- 
late  Commerce. 

5.  Where,  in  the  exercise  of  its  delegated  authority,  the  Com- 
mission not  only  finds  that  a  disparity  in  the  two  classes  of  rates 
is  resulting  in  unjust  discrimination  against  intei'State  commerce, 
but  also  determines  what  are  reasonable  rates  for  the  interstate 
traffic,  and  then  directs  the  removal  of  the  discrimination,  the 
carrier  not  only  is  entitled  to  put  in  force  the  interstate  rates 
found  reasonable,  but  is  free  to  remove  the  forbidden  discrimina- 
tion by  bringing  the  intrastate  rates  to  the  same  level. 

Upon  further  consideration  that  decision  was  approved  and 
followed  in  American  Exp.  Co.  v.  South  Dakota,  244  U.  S.  617, 
61  L.  ed.  1352,  P.U.R.1917F,  45,  87  Sup.  Ct  Eep.  666. 

[8]  The  parties  differ  widely  about  the  scope  of  the  order. 
The  carriers  assert  that  it  covers  every  intrastate  J)a8senger  rate 
in  Illinois,  is  addressed  to  the  removal  of  discrimination  found  to 
be  state  wide,  and  gives  ample  authority  for  increasing  all  rates 
between  points  in  Illinois  from  2  cents  to  2.4  cents  per  mile.  On 
*the  other  hand,  the  slate  aiithorities  assert  that  it  is  not  stale 
Hide,  and  that  the  extent  to  which  it  is  intended  to  affect  the  state- 
made  rates  is  so  ind^initely  and  vaguely  stated  as  to  make  it 
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inoperative  and  of  no  effect  as  to  them.  Of  coarse,  the  Commis- 
sion could  adjust  the  remedy  to  the  evil  and  make  the  order  as 
broad  as  the  wrongful  discrimination;  and  not  improbably  it 
would  intend  to  go  that  far  and  no  farther.  But  the  extent  of  the 
discrimination  found  and  of  the  r^nedy  applied  must  be  gathered 
from  the  reports  and  order  of  the  Commission,  for  they  consti- 
tute the  only  authoritative  evidence  of  its  action.  The  reports 
show  that  the  only  discrimination  found  relates  to  the  passenger 
traffic  between  Illinois  and  two  cities  outside  that  state, — St. 
Louis  and  Keokuk.  There  is  no  finding  that  this  traffic  extends 
in  appreciable  volume  to  all  sections  of  Illinois.  As  to  some 
sections  its  volume  may  be  very  large  and  as  to  others  almost  or 
quite  n^ligible.  At  best  the  reports  leave  the  matter  uncertain. 
Obviously  this  traffic  is  only  a  small  part  of  the  interstate  pas- 
senger traffic  moving  over  the  railroads  in  Illinois,  and  yet  the 
finding  is  merely  that  there  was  discrimination  against  this  part. 
Had  the  Ccmimission  r^arded  the  discrimination  as  s,.ate  wide, 
it  is  but  reasonable  to  believe  that  it  would  have  said  so  in  its 
findings.  And  had  it  intended  to  require  or  authorize  a  state- 
wide  readjustment  of  the  intrastate  rates,  it  doubtless  would  have 
given  direct  expression  to  that  purpose,  which  easily  could  have 
been  done  in  a  few  lines.  But  neither  in  any  part  nor  as  a  whole 
does  the  order  plainly  manifest  such  a  purpose.  In  harmony 
with  the  reports  it  deals  with  the  intrastate  rates  in  so  far  only 
as  they  result  in  discrimination  against  interstate  traffic  to  and 
from  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk.  Its  most  comprehensive  para- 
graph— the  next  to  the  last — declares  that  the  carriers  must  "ab- 
stain from  the  undue  preferences  and  the  undue  and  unreason- 
Me  prejudices  and  disadvantages  found  in  said  report  to  result 
from  the  contemporaneous  maintenance  between  Illinois  points 
of  passenger  fares,  which  fares,  in  combination  with  other  fares 
required  or  permitted  by  this  order,  would  produce  the  discrimi- 
nation against  interstate  commerce  and  the  undue  preference  in 
favor  of  intrastate  commerce  condemned  in  the  report  of  the 
Commission."  But  even  here  the  general  terms  are  so  far  re- 
strained by  the  reference  to  the  reports  as  to  show  that  nothing 
more  is  intended  than  to  command  the  removal  of  the  discrimina- 
tion to  which  the  traffic  to  and  from  St.  Louis  and  Keokuk  is 
subjected.     Besides,  this  paragraph  evidently  proceeds  upon  the 
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theory  that  some  of  the  intrastate  rates  are  not  affected  by  the 
other  paragraphs,  and  ought  not  to  be  disturbed  save  where  their 
nse  in  connection  with  rates  sanctioned  by  the  order  will  be  pro- 
ductive of  the  discrimination  which  it  is  intended  to  correct. 

But  while  the  order  shows  that  it  is  not  intended  to  require 
or  authorize  a  readjustment  of  all  the  intrastate  rates,  the  de- 
bci-iption  of  those  to  which  it  applies  is  at  best  indefinite.  There 
may  be  less  uncertainty  in  some  parts  of  the  order  than  in  otuers^ 
but  when  each  is  read  in  the  light  of  the  rest  and  all  in  the  light 
of  the  reports,  it  is  apparent  that  none  has  a  certain  or  definite 
field  of  operation.  The  uncertainty  arises  out  of  a  failure  to 
designate  with  appropriate  precision  the  territory  or  points  to  and 
from  which  the  intrastate  rates  must  or  may  be  readjusted,  and 
this  omission  accords  with  the  absence  from  the  reports  of  any 
finding  showing  definitely  the  territory  or  points  where  those; 
rates  operate  prejudicially  against  the  interstate  traffic  which 
the  order  is  intended  to  protect. 

To  be  effective  in  respect  of  intrastate  rates  established  and 
maintained  under  state  authority  an  order  of  the  Commission  of 
the  kind  now  under  consideration  must  have  a  definite  field  of 
operation,  and  not  leave  the  territory  or  points  to  which  it  ap- 
plies uncertain.  Upon  this  point  wo  said  in  American  Exp.  Co. 
V.  South  Dakota,  supra,  p.  625: 

'Where  a  proceeding  to  remove  unjust  discrimination  presents 
solely  the  question  whether  the  carrier  has  improperly  exercised 
its  authority  to  initiate  rates,  the  Commission  may  legally  order, 
in  general  terms,  the  removal  of  the  discrimination  shown,  leav- 
ing upon  the  carrier  the  burden  of  determining  also  the  points  to 
and  from  which  rates  must  be  changed,  in  order  to  effect  a  re- 
moval of  the  discrimination.  But  where,  as  here,  there  is  a  con> 
flict  between  the  Federal  and  the  state  authorities,  the  Commis- 
sion's order  cannot  serve  as  a  justification  for  disregarding  a 
regulation  or  order  issued  under  state  authority  unless,  and  ex- 
cept so  far  as,  it  is  definite  as  to  the  territory  or  points  to  which 
it  applies.  For  the  power  of  the  Commission  is  dominant  only 
to  the  extent  that  the  exercise  is  found  by  it  to  be  necessary  to  re- 
move the  existing  discrimination  against  interstate  traffic." 

In  construing  Federal  statutes  enacted  under  the  power  con- 
ferred by  the  commerce  clause  of  the  Constitution  the  rule  ia 
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that  it  should  never  be  held  that  Congress  intends  to  snpersede 
or  suspend  the  exercise  of  the  reserved  powers  of  a  state,  even 
where  that  may  be  done,  unless,  and  except  so  far  as,  its  purpose 
to  do  so  is  clearly  manifested.  Reid  v.  Colorado,  187  U.  S. 
137,  148,  47  L.  ed.  108, 114,  23  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  92,  12  Am.  Grim, 
liep.  606;  Cummings  v.  Chicago,  188  U.  S.  410,  430,  47  L.  ed. 
525,  531,  23  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  472;  Savage  v.  Jones,  225  U.  S. 
501,  56  L.  ed.  1182,  32  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  715;  Missouri,  K.  &  T. 
R.  Co.  V.  Harris,  234  U.  S.  412,  419,  58  L.  ed.  1377,  1382, 
L.R.A.1915E,  942,  34  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  790.  This  being  true  of 
an  act  of  Congress,  it  is  obvious  that  an  order  of  a  subordinate 
agency,'  such  as  the  Commission,  should  not  be  given  precedence 
over  a  state  rate  statute  otherwise  valid,  unless,  end  except  so 
far  as,  it  conforms  to  a  high  standard  of  certainty. 

We  conclude  that  the  uncertainty  in  this  order  is  such  as  to 
render  it  inoperative  and  of  no  effect  as  to  the  intrastate  rates 
established  and  maintained  under  a  law  of  the  state,  and  there- 
fore that  the  suits  by  the  carriers  were  rightly  dismissed  on  the 
merits. 

Decrees  affirmed. 

Mr.  Justice  Holmes  took  no  paii:  in  the  consideration  or  deci- 
sion of  this  casa 
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MENASHA  WOODENWARE  COMPANY 

17. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN  et  al. 
WISCONSIN  &  NORTHERN  RAILROAD  COMPANY 

V. 

RAILROAD  COMMISSION  OF  WISCONSIN  et  al. 

(—  WiB.  — ,  166  N.  W.  436.) 

Service  -*-  Bailroada  —  Spur  track  «  Over  same  r<mte  fcr  which  an 
extension  was  refused  —  Power  of  Comntiseion, 

1.  The  refusal  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  grant  a  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  building  of  a  railroad  line  exten- 
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don  does  not  prevent  it  from  making  an  ord»r  for  the  construction  of  a 
spur  track  over  the  same  route  for  which  no  certificate  is  required, 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  statutory  period  within  which  a  new  ap- 
plication for  the  extension  could  be  filed;  since  the  spur  track,  though 
a  part  of  the  system,  is  a  facility  for  the  shippers  at  whose  expense  it 
was  built,  and  not  in  fact  an  extension^  which,  when  constructed  be- 
comes an  integral  part  of  the  system,  to  be  operated  by  the  utility  as  a 
common  carrier  in  the  service  of  all  the  public  on  equal  terms. 

Appeal  and  review  •»  Action  to  vacate  Commission  order  ^  Issue  he^ 
fore  court  —  Burden  of  proof. 

2.  In  an  action  brought  to  vacate  an  order  of  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission under  §  1797-16  Wis.  Stat,  the  court  does  not  try  questions  of 
fact  like  a  court  of  first  instance,  but  only  determines  whether  the  order 
is  "unlawful  or  tmreasonable,"  and  upon  the  question  the  burden  of 
proof  is  upon  the  plaintiff  to  show  the  fact  by  dear  and  satisfactory 
evidence. 

Service  —  Railroad  —  Spur  tracic  —  Pmctically  indispensable  to  in^ 
dustry  served  ^  Evidence  ^  Reasonableness  of  order. 

3.  A  finding  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  that  the  building  of  a 
spur  track  to  timber  lands  of  a  Inmber  company  operating  mills  60  or 
60  miles  away,  to  which  the  logs  are  to  be  carried  over  the  spur  and 
main  line  of  a  carrier,  is  practically  indispensable  to  the  successful 
operation  of  the  industry,  based  on  evidence  tending  to  show  that  con- 
siderable saving  in  freight  diarges  would  be  made  in  shipping  by  this 
method  rather  than  over,  the  line  of  .another  carrier  engaged  ini>uilding 
an  extension  to  serve  the  same  territory  under  prior  authorization  of 
the  Commission,  will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  Wisconsin  supreme  court 
as  being  unreasonable,  even  though  all  minds  would  not  agree  that  the 
construction  of  the  spur  is  practically  indispensable. 

Service  ^  Railroad '^  Spur  tracic  ^^  Public  interest  ^  JOepriving  oom* 
peting  road  of  shipjting  ^  Weight  ^~  Reasonableness  of  order, 

4.  In  determining  whether  the  building  of  a  spur  track  will  be  im- 
reasonably  harmful  to  public  interest,  the  fact  that  if  it  is  authorized 
another  railroad  will  lose  the  carriage  of  millions  of  feet  of  logs  is  to 
be  careful^  considered,  but  is  not  controlling  to  the  extent  of  rendering 
an  order  requiring  the  spur's  construction  unreasonable,  where  the  situ- 
ation is  such  that  reasonable  minds  can  say  that  the  public  benefits  on 
its  side  will  omtweigh  any  public  injury  resulting  from  the  decrease 
in  other  revenues  of  tiie  other  road. 

(EaCHWEiLEB,  J.,  dissents.) 

[February  5,  1918.] 

ArpsAit  from  Circuit  Court,  Dane  Couutj,  John  J.  Gregory, 
Judge,  from  order  diBmissing  complainHnts  of  the  Menasha 
Woodenware  Company  and  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Railroad 
Company  to  vacate  an  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wis- 
consin requiring  the  respondent  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern 
Railway  Company  to  construct  i;  spur  track  to  certain  timber 
lands  belonging  to  the  respondeixt  the  Oconto  Company ;  affirmed. 
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For  Commission  case  on  extension  proceedings,  see  P.TJ.R. 
1917A,  303. 

For  Commission  case  on  spur  track  application,  see  P.U.R. 
1917F,  370. 

These  are  two  actions  brought  under  §  1797-16,  Wis.  Stat  to 
vacate  an  order  of  the  Railroad  Commission  of  Wisconsin  com- 
manding the  respondent  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway 
Company  to  condemn  the  right  of  way  for,  construct,  and  operate 
a  spur  track  IJ  miles  in  length  from  the  terminus  of  one  of  its 
branch  lines  to  certain  timber  lands  owned  by  the  respondent  the 
Oconto  Company.  The  Menasha  Woodenware  Company  owns 
the  land  through  which  the  spur  track  is  to  be  laid,  and  owns 
nearly  one  third  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern 
Railroad,  a  commercial  railroad  corporation  operating  a  railroad 
a  few  miles  to  the  west  thereof.  The  situation  will  be  more  easily 
understood  by  reference  to  the  accompanying  map. 
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The  Kingston  branch  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway 
(which  connects  with  the  main  line  road  near  a  station  called 
Kingston,  some  15  miles  southeast  of  the  south  end  of  the  branch 
as  shown  on  the  map)  terminates  at  the  south  line  of  section  31, 
township  32  north,  of  range  15  east.     The  proposed  spur  extends 
northeastward  about  a  mile  and  a  half  through  unoccupied  timber 
lands  of  the  appellant  the  Menasha  Woodenware  Company,  and 
there  reaches  a  body  of  lands  the  timber  upon  which  is  owned  by 
the  Oconto  Company.     These  timber  lands  extend  northwestward 
from  this  point  in  a  fairly  compact  shape  through  townships  32 
and  33,  and  amount  to  somewhere  near  16,000  acres,  with  stand- 
ing timber  thereon  estimated  to  be  about  160,000,000  feet.     The 
Oconto  Company  has  for  many  years  owned  and  operated  a  lum- 
ber mill  at  Oconto,  Wisconsin,  the  plant  being  valued  at  about 
$180,000,  employing  nearly  300  men,  and  having  a  capacity  of 
1 8,000,000  to  20,000,000  feet  per  annum  when  run  in  the  day- 
time only.     The  testimony  tended  to  show  that  this  timber  was 
purchased  by  the  Oconto  Company  for  the  purpose  of  supplying 
its  mill  at  Oconto,  and  that  it  has  no  other  source  of  supply.     De- 
siring to  obtain  railroad  facilities  for  the  transportation  of  this 
timber  to  their  mill  at  Oconto,  the  Oconto  Company  induced  the 
Chicago  Northwestern  Railway  Company  in  May,  1916,  to  apply 
to  the  Railroad  Commission  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  to  extend  the  Kingston  branch  line  about  9  miles  in  a 
general  northwesterly  direction  through  township  32,  and  ending 
near  the  center  of  section  27,  township  33,  range  14.     Before 
this  application  was  passed  upon  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Com- 
pany applied  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  con- 
struct a  branch  line  from  its  station  of  Hollister  northeasterly 
and  then  southeasterly,  practically  along  the  dotted  line  indicated 
on  the  map,  a  distance  of  8  or  9  miles,  and  the  Commission  denied 
the  application  of  the  Northwestern  company  and  granted  the 
application  to  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Company.     About  a 
mile  and  a  half  of  said  extension  has  been  built,  but  not  sufficient 
to  serve  the  needs  of  the  Oconto  Company.     This  authorized  ex- 
tension is  indicated  on  the  map  by  the  dotted  line. 

The  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Railroad  does  not  reach  Oconto, 
but  runs  to  Shawano,  52  miles  south  of  Hollister.  In  order  to 
reach  Oconto  from  Hollister  freight  must  be  sent  to  Shawano,  and 
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then  transshipped  over  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  line  a  dis- 
tance of  40  miles  to  Oconto,  paying  two  tariff  rates,  amounting 
in  the  aggregate  to  3.2  cents  per  hundred  pounds.  The  distance 
from  the  terminus  of  the  Kingston  branch  to  Oconto  on  the  line 
of  the  Northwestern  railroad  is  about  49  miles,  and  the  freight 
rate  on  logs  1.6  cents  per  hundred,  making  a  difference  of  $2.10 
in  freight  charge  on  every  thousand  feet  of  logs  shipped  to  Oconto. 
If  the  spur  in  question  is  built  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Oconto 
Company  to  build  logging  railroads  on  its  own  lands  running 
northwestward  (very  nearly  or  quite  along  the  surveyed  line  of 
the  proposed  extension  which  the  Eailroad  Conmiission  refused  to 
allow  the  Northwestern  Railway  Company  to  build),  so  as  to 
bring  its  timber  to  the  Kingston  branch  for  transport  to  its  mills 
at  Oconto. 

Both  the  Menaaha  company  and  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern 
Northern  Bailroad  Company  appeared  before  the  Bailroad  Com- 
mission  and  opposed  the  making  of  the  order  directing  the  spur 
to  be  built  upon  several  grounds,  which  are  practically  the  same 
grounds  taken  by  them  in  the  present  actions,  and  may  be  briefly 
stated  as  follows:  (1)  The  proposed  spur  track  is  not  to  serve 
any  "industry  or  enterprise"  within  the  meaning  of  §  1797-llm, 
Wis.  Stat;  (2)  even  if  this  objection  be  held  untenable,  still 
the  spur  track  is  not  practically  indispensable  to  the  successful 
operation  of  any  industry  or  enterprise;  (3)  the  building  of  the 
spur  track  will  be  unreasonably  harmful  to  the  public  interest; 
(4)  the  application  for  the  alleged  spur  track  is  not  in  fact  an 
application  for  a  spur  track,  but  is  an  application  for  an  exten- 
sion of  the  Kingston  branch  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Bail- 
way  Company  under  the  name  of  a  spur  track,  and  could  not  legal- 
ly be  granted  because  a  certificate  of  necessity  and  convenience 
for  sxich  extension  was  refused  in  October,  1916,  and  under  the 
statute  no  second  application  for  the  same  extension  can  be  made 
within  two  years  from  such  refusal.     Wis.  Stat  §  1797-49. 

The  Bailroad  Commission  by  a  majority  of  its  members  found 
that  the  proposed  spur  "is  practically  indispensable  to  the  success- 
ful operation  of  petitioner's  industry  and  enterprise,  and  its  con- 
struction and  operation  is  not  usually  unsafe  and  dangerous,  and 
is  not  unreasonably  harmful  to  public  interest." 

The  circuit  court  upheld  these  findings  of  fact,  and  sustained 
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the  order  of  the  Railroad  Commiiwion.  The  court  also  held  that 
the  Wisconsin  &  Iforthem  Kailroad  Compan;  was  not  a  party  in 
interest  within  the  meaning  of  §  1797-16,  Statutes^  and  hence  not 
entitled  to  bring  action  to  vacate  the  order  of  the  Commission. 
Both  complaints  were  dismissed  on  the  merits,  and  the  plaintiffs 
appeal. 

Appearances:  M.  J.  Wallrieh,  of  Shawano^  John  0.  Thomp< 
son,  of  Oshkosh,  and  Albert  S.  Larson,  of  Shawano,  for  appel- 
lant Wisconsin  &  lyf.  B.  Company ;  Lines,  Spooner,  &  Quarles,  of 
Milwaukee,  for  respondent  Oconto  Company;  W.  C.  Owen,  At- 
torney General,  Walter  Drew,  Deputy  Attorney  General,  and  E. 
E.  Brossard,  Assistant  Attorney  General,  for  respondent  Bail- 
road  Commission ;  R.  N.  Van  Doren,  of  Milwaukee,  for  respond- 
ent Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Company. 

* 

Winslow,  Ch.  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
[1]  The  most  serious  contention  made  by  the  appellants  iu 
these  cases  is  that  the  so-called  spur  track  in  question  is  not  really 
a  spur  track,  but  is  in  fact  an  extension  of  the  Kingston  branch 
of  the  Northwestern  line.  We  are  quite  unable  to  see  how  this 
contention  can  be  successfully  maintained.  An  extension  of  the 
line  of  a  railroad  becomes,  when  built,  a  part  of  the  railroad  sys- 
tem which  the  company  must  operate  as  a  common  carrier ;  serv- 
ing the  public  thereby  on  equal  terms ;  a  spur  track,  on  the  other 
hand,  though  a  part  of  the  railroad  system,  is,  in  its  essence,  a 
facility  for  one  shipper  or  for  several  shippers,  who  contribute  to 
its  construction,  it  being  understood  that  it  is  open  to  all  indus- 
tries which  may  be  practically  served  by  it,  who  will  contribute 
such  equitable  share  of  the  original  cost  as  the  Commission  may 
determine.  In  its  very  nature  it  cannot  serve  the  public  in  the 
complete  manner  that  an  extension  does,  because  it  is  not  intend- 
ed for  passenger  service,  and  it  only  reaches  the  property  of  one 
industry,  or  perhaps  several ;  but  its  use  is  none  the  less  public 
on  the  part  of  the  one  industry  or  the  several  industries  which  it 
serves,  because  thereby  the  one  industry  or  the  several  industries 
are  enabled  to  be  reached  by  the  public  and  to  be  served  by  the 
common  carrier  to  the  fullest  extent.  The  service  of  any  par- 
ticular spur  is  denied  to  no  industry  which  it  is  reasonably  feas- 
ible for  the  spur  to  serve,  provided  tjie  industry  pay  its  equitable 
share  of  the  cost ;  in  other  words,  all  concerns  which  can  possibly 

P.U.R.1918C. 


300  WISCONSIN  SUPREME  COURT. 

have  anj  occasion  to  use  the  track  in  their  bnainess  transactions 
>vith  the  public  are  given  the  right  to  use  it  on  the  same  equitable 
terms.  This  must  be  held  public  use  in  a  true  sense,  although 
not  a  public  use  of  precisely  the  same  quality  as  that  which  per- 
tains to  an  extension  of  the  main  line  of  a  railroad.  Union  Line 
Co.  V.  Eailroad  Commission,  144  Wis.  523,  129  N.  W.  605.  It 
necessarily  follows  that  a  refusal  on  the  part  of  the  Bailroad 
Commission  to  grant  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for 
the  building  of  an  extension  (under  §  1797-44,  Wis.  Stat.)  does 
not  prevent  the  Commission  from  making  an  order  requiring  the 
building  of  a  spur  track  (under  §  1797— 11m,  Stat.)  over  the  same 
}-oute,  or  a  part  thereof.  Different  considerations  apply  to  the 
two  cases ;  in  fact  an  extension  may  not  be  desirable  because  a 
spur  is  the  only  appropriate  thing  under  the  circumstances.  In 
the  present  case  the  Commission  decided  that  the  building  of  a 
spur,  and  not  an  extension,  was  the  proper  thing  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  the  question  presented  is  simply  whether  a  situa- 
tion was  presented  which  authorized  the  Commission  to  order  the 
construction  of  a  spur  track  under  the  provisions  of  §  1797m, 
Statutes.  That  section  requires  the  building  and  operation  of  a 
spur  track  when  the  spur  is  (1)  not  more  than  3  miles  in  length, 
and  is  (2)  "practically  indispensable  to  the  successful  operation 
of  any  existing  or  proposed  mill,  elevator,  storehouse,  warehouse, 
dock,  wharf,  pier,  manufacturing  establishment,  lumber  yard, 
coal  dock,  or  other  industry  or  enterprise,  and  (3)  its  construc- 
tion and  operation  is  not  usually  unsafe  and  dangerous,  and  (4) 
is  not  unreasonably  harmful  to  public  interest.*'  No  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  is  required  for  the  building  of  a  spur 
track. 

[2]  The  Commission,  by  a  majority  of  its  members,  found 
the  existence  of  all  of  the  above-mentioned  essential  conditions, 
and  hence  made  the  order  complained  of.  In  these  actions 
brought  to  vacate  that  order,  under  §  1797-16,  Wis.  Stat,  the 
court  does  not  try  these  questions  of  fact  like  a  court  of  first  in- 
stance; it  only  determines  whether  the  order  of  the  Commission 
is  "unlawful  or  unreasonable,"  and  upon  this  question  the  burden 
of  proof  is  upon  the  plaintiff  to  show  the  fact  by  clear  and  satis- 
factory evidence.  As  well  said  by  the  late  Mr.  Justice  Timlin 
in  the  case  of  Minneapolis,  St  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  E.  Co.  v.  Eailroad 
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CommissioB,  186  Wis.  146,  17  L,RA.(N.S.)  821,  116  N.  W. 
805: 

'^Whether  or  not  the  order  is  within  the  field  of  reasonableness, 
cr  outside  of  its  boundaries,  is  the  question  for  the  court.  It  is 
quite  a  different  question  from  that  which  was  before  the  Com* 
mission  in  this  respect.  The  order,  being  found  by  the  court  to 
be  such  that  reasonable  men  might  well  differ  with  respect  to  its 
correctness,  cannot  be  said  to  be  unreasonable." 

See  also  Citizens'  Tele|^.  Co.  v.  Bailroad  Commission,  157 
Wis.  498,  146  N.  W.  798. 

[3]  Applying  this  test  it  seems  quite  certain  to  us  that  no 
case  has  been  made  for  the  vacation  of  the  order  in  question.  It 
cannot  be  said  that  the  conclusions  of  the  Commission  are  un- 
lawful or  outside  of  the  field  of  reason.  It  stands  admitted  that 
the  proposed  spur  does  not  exceed  8  miles  in  length.  It  is  claimed, 
however,  that  there  is  no  industry  or  enterprise  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  .statute  to  be  served  by  the  spur,  and  that  even  if  there 
were  the  building  of  the  spur  is  not  "practically  indispensable" 
to  its  successful  operation. 

We  see  no  good  reason  for  holding  that  a  logging  industry  pure 
and  simple  not  connected  with  a  mill  is  not  an  "industry  or  en-* 
terprise"  within  the  meaning  of  the  statute.  Here,  however,  we 
have  a  lumber  mill  at  Oconto,  owned  by  the  Oconto  Company  with 
a  Btock.of  standing  timber  60  oar  60  miles  away  owned  by  it  and 
purchased  for  the  express  purpose  of  furnishing  material  for  the 
operation  of  the  mill  for  the  next  fifteen  or  twenty  years.  Under 
the  testimony  it  seems  clear  to  us  that  the  cutting  of  the  timber, 
the  shipping  of  the  logs  to  the  mill,  and  the  manufacture  of  them 
into  lumber,  are  all  component  parts  of  one  "industry  or  enter- 
prise." To  hold  otherwise  would  be  to  convict  ourselves  of  ig* 
noranoe  of  the  laws  of  modem  business. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  the  statute  does  not  require  that  the  spur 
track  terminate  at  any  mill,  or  building,  or  yard ;  it  may  be  any- 
where. All  that  is  necessaiy  is  that  it  be  practically  indispens- 
able to  the  "successful  operation"  of  the  industry.  So  here,  the 
spur  is  not  at  the  mill,  nor  does  it  connect  with  any  yard,  but  it 
leaches  the  land  of  the  Oconto  Ccmipany  at  a  point  where  that 
company  can  make  connection  with  it  by  means  of  their  logging 
railroad,  and  thus  transport  their  logs  from  the  canip  to  the  mill 
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at  a  saving  of  $2.10  per  thouBand  feet  over  any  other  means  of 
carriage.  Now,  if  there  was  evidence  from  which  reasonable 
minds  could  come  to  the  conclusion  that  this  saving  was  ^^prac- 
tically indispensable"  to  the  successful  operation  of  the  Oconto 
Company's  business,  then  the  finding  of  the  Commission  cannot 
be  reversed,  even  though  all  reasonable  minds  would  not  agree 
on  the  proposition.  That  there  was  considerable  of  such  evi- 
dence there  can  be  no  doubt.  "Practically  indispensable"  does 
not  mean  so  essential  that  the  industry  would  go  into  bankruptcy 
without  it.  The  statute  aims  to  provide  the  means  for  the  doing 
of  successful  business,  not  merely  for  keeping  the  concern  oat  of 
bankruptcy.  A  business  which  just  makes  enough  money  to  pay 
expenses  and  keep  up  its  plant  is  not  a  successful  business  in  any 
correct  sense.  The  Commission  well  says  in  its  decision  in  this 
case  that  "  ^successful  operation'  presupposes  e£Scient  and  eco- 
nomical operation  relieved  from  undue  burdens."  It  means  also 
operation  yielding  a  reasonable  profit  as  a  reward  of  efficient  and 
economical  operation. 

There  was  considerable  discussion  in  the  present  case  as  to 
how  much  of  a  saving  (if  any)  the  Oconto  Company  would  make 
by  transporting  its  logs  over  ihe  Northwestern  line,  instead  of 
over  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern,  even  conceding  that  the  freight 
rate  would  be  $2.10  per  thousand  less.  It  was  said  that  if  the 
logs  are  to  be  got  out  over  the  Northwestern  road,  as  the  -fact  is, 
there  must  necessarily  be  some  greater  expense  incurred  by  the 
Oconto  Company,  not  merely  in  the  building  of  the  spur  trade 
itself,  but  in  the  building  of  longer  lines  of  logging  track.  The 
amount  of  the  additional  expense  thus  made  necessary  is  not 
capable  of  very  definite  ascertainment,  but  it  is  certain  that  it 
would  come  nowhegpe  near  the  saving  of  freight  on  160,000,000 
feet  of  logs.  There  would  still  be  a  net  saving  of  a  considerable 
sum ;  a  sum  which  might  well  spell  the  difference  between  a  suc- 
cessful and  an  unsuccessful  business  or  enterprise.  The  hold- 
ing of  the  Commission  on  this  question  cannot  be  disturbed.  It 
is  not  claimed  that  construction  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
spur  would  be  usually  unsafe  and  dangerous,  hence  the  only  re- 
maining question  is  whether  it  would  be  unreasonably  harmful  to 
the  public  interest.  Upon  this  point  the  opinion  of  the  Commis- 
sion is  as  follows : 
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'It  is  claimed  that  if  this  spur  track  is  built  and  the  Oo<mto 
Company  is  not  forced  to  ship  its  logs  over  lie  Wisconsin  & 
Northern  Kailroad,  there  is  a  possibility  that  the  authorized 
branch  of  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Bailroad  will  not  be  con- 
structed by  that  road.  Taking  this  as  a  presumption,  it  is  testi* 
fied  that  some  other  timber  owners  may  thus  be  required  to  sus- 
tain the  burden  of  a  longer  haul  to  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern 
Railroad  than  would  be  necessary  were  this  branch  constructed^ 
casting  upon  them  a  burden  roughly  estimated  at  perhaps  $2  p^ 
thousand  feet  and  said  to  be  unreasonably  burdensome.  Be  this 
as  it  may,  the  interests  of  these  timber  owners  and  loggers  are 
private,  as  is  that  of  the  Oconto  C<»npany.  In  fact,  the  most 
definite  and  specific  injury  of  a  somewhat  public  nature  that 
might  possibly  result  from  our  action  in  this  proceeding,  as  shown 
by  the  evidence,  would  be  to  deprive  the  city  of  Oconto  of  a  sub- 
stantial established  industry.  Nor  do  we  believe  that  the  public 
will  be  benefited  if  that  industry  is  crippled  to  the  extent  of  $2 
per  thousand  feet,  in  order  that  some  other  timber  man  or  men 
will  be  benefited  to  an  equal  amount.  And,  finally  and  flatiy,  we 
must  say  that  there  is  no  evidence  in  the  case  tending  to  convince 
us  that  the  agricultural  possibilities  of  this  region  will  be  dis- 
couraged and  set  back  by  the  building  of  this  spur  track  for  the 
handling  of  logs  to  Oconto  and  a  presumed  consequential  loss  of 
traffic  to  the  Wisconsin  Northern  Railroad. 

'^or  are  we  impressed  with  the  argument  that  millowners 
connected  with  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Railroad  have  by  law 
acquired  the  right  when  they  located  on  the  line  of  the  Wisconsin 
&  Northern  Railroad  to  demand  and  expect  the  opportunity  of 
bidding  in  the  open  market  for  the  loss  of  the  Ooonto  Company. 
Nor  can  they  reasonably  expect  or  demand  that  unusual  buixiens 
will  be  placed  upon  the  operating  conditions  of  Ae  Oconto  Com- 
pany, in  order  that  flie  timber  of  that  company  may  be  forced 
into  the  open  selling  market  along  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern 
Railroad.  While  these  claims  have  been  insistently  urged  upon 
us  by  the  intervener,  both  in  the  testimony  and  brief  s,  we  do  not 
believe  that  it  was  the  intent  of  those  that  framed  the  spur  track 
law  that  that  law  should  be  used  for  any  such  purpose."  [P.U.R 
19irF,  379]. 

[4]  It  is  doubtless  true  that,  if  this  spur  be  constructed,  the 
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Wisoonsin  &  Northern  Company  will  lose  the  carriage  of  millions 
of  feet  of  logs  which  would  otherwise  necessarily  be  transported 
over  their  line  of  road.  This  is  a  fact  to  be  carefully  considered, 
but  is  not  at  all  controlling.  If  the  situation  is  such  that  rea- 
sonable minds  can  say^  as  the  Commission  said,  there  are  counter- 
vailing considerations  on  the  other  side,  such  as  the  question  of 
the  continued  successful  operation  of  a  great  industry  employing 
many  men,  which  outweigh  any  injury  suffered  by  the  public 
as  a  result  of  the  decrease  in  the  revenues  of  the  Wisconsin  & 
Northern  Railroad,  then  the  order  in  question  was  clearly  not  un- 
lawful or  unreasonable. 

The  conclusions  reached  on  the  merits  render  it  unnecessary  to 
decide  the  question  whether  the  Wisconsin  &  Northern  Railway 
Company  is  a  party  in  interest  entitled  to  maintain  an  action 
under  the  provisions  of  §  1797-16,  Wis.  Stat. 

Judgment  affirmed  in  each  case.  The  Oconto  Company  and 
the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  Railway  Company  to  recover  their 
costs  in  each  case,  taxing  but  one  attorney  fee,  however,  in  each 
case ;  the  Railroad  Commission  to  recover  no  coeta. 

Owen,  J.,  took  no  part. 

Eschweiler,  J.,  dissenting: 

Feeling  that  the  construction  and  effect  given  to  the  statutes 
under  consideration  under  the  facts  in  this  case  work  an  injustice, 
and  give  to  the  spur  track  statute  (§  1797-llm)  a  more  far- 
reaching  effect  and  make  it  of  far  higher  rank  in  the  line  of 
statutes  controlling  and  regulating  railroads  than  its  real  purpose 
and  language  warrant,  compels  me  to  register  this  dissent. 

In  1905  the  legislature  created  the  Railroad  Commission,  vest- 
ing it  with  power  and  jurisdiction  to  control  many  features  of 
railroad  business.  In  June  and  July,  1907,  by  chapters  454  and 
499  of  the  Session  Laws  of  that  year,  a  further  radical  change 
was  made  in  the  public  policy  of  this  state.  By  the  first  of  these 
chapters  further  provisions  were  made  for  the  regulating  of  the 
construction  and  operation  of  railways  by  the  new  §§  1797-39  to 
1797-60;  by  the  other  chapter  creating  §§  1797ml  to  1797ml09, 
jurisdiction  wafi  given  to  that  Commission  to  regulate  and  con- 
trol public  utilities,  such  as  street  railways,  telephones^  electric 
light  and  gas  companies. 

P.U.R.1018C. 


MENASHA  WOODENWARB  CO.  v.  RAILROAD  COM.  305 

The  effect  of  this  new  policy  was  to  determine  and  declare  that 
thereafter  corporations  which  require  the  support  and  patronage 
of  the  public,  and  which  require  at  times  the  use  of  the  strong 
arm  of  the  state  under  the  power  of  eminent  domain  in  the  taking 
of  private  property  for  such  corporate  use,  should  all  thereafter 
be  required  to  subordinate  their  private  ends  and  purposes  to  the 
public  good  and  be  under  public  control  and  regulation.  There- 
after substantially  all  future  rights  that  might  be  sought  to  be 
acquired  by  railroads  or  by  publifc  utilities  were,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  those  chapters,  required  to  first  have  from  the  Railroad 
Commission  a  certificate  that  public  convenience  required  and 
necessity  dananded  the  granting  of  sucii  futxire  right.  Either 
such  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  when  issued 
to  a  railroad  corporation  under  chapter  454,  Laws  1907,  or  to  a 
public  utility  under  chapter  499  of  the  same  year,  gave,  created, 
or  confirmed  something  of  value,  an  interest  of  some  kind  en- 
titled to  be  secured  or  defended  by  the  judicial  power  of  the 
state,  or  it  was  quite  an  idle  and  vain  ceremony,  and  its  posses- 
sion added  nothing  to  or  detracted  nothing  from  the  former  po- 
sition of  the  one  to  whom  the  Railroad  Commission  granted  it. 
I  take  it  it  would  not  seriously  be  contended  that  it  meant  some- 
thing as* to  public  utilities  and  nothing  as  to  railroads,  or  vice 
versii* 

As  to  public  utilities  it  has  already  been  held  that  it  has  sub- 
stance, and  that  it  does  give  or  create  what  may  be  called  a  mo- 
nopoly with  the  odious  meaning  theretofore  attached  to  that  term 
removed.  Calumet  Service  Ca  v.  Chilton,  148  Wis.  334,  358, 
359,  135  ST.  W.  131 ;  a  privileg|&,  McKinley  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Cum- 
berland Teleph.  Co.  152  Wis.  359,  363,  140  N.  W.  38 ;  Wiscon- 
sin Traction,  Light,  H^at  &  P.  Co.  v.  Menasha,  157  Wis.  1,  145 
K  W.  231;  La  Crosse  v.  La  Crosse  Gas  &  E.  Co.  145  Wis.  408, 
130  N.  W.  530.  It  may  at  least  be  considered  as  a  protected 
privilege  subject  to  qooatrol  and  regulation,  but  also  to  recognition 
and  protection  by  the  state  until  abandoned  or  taken  away  in  the 
manner  prescribed  by  law.  No  reasons  suggest  themselves  why 
the  privilege  granted  to  the  Wisco;isin  &  Northern  as  agaiivst  the 
similar  aj^licatipn  deyiied  to  the  Northwestern  in  the  extension 
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proceedings  in  1916  should  not  be  considered  a  somewhat  similar 
protected  privilege.  By  §  1797-49,  Wis.  Stat.,  the  refusal  of 
the  application  of  the  Chicago  &  Northwestern  became  absolute 
for  a  period  of  two  years  from  the  date  of  such  refusal,  October 
26,  1916.  By  §  1797-50,  Wis.  Stat,  either  the  Northwestern 
or  the  Oconto  Company  might  have  had  a  review  in  the  circuit 
court  of  either  or  both  of  such  extension  proceedings.  No  such 
review  was  attempted.  The  Wisconsin  &  Northern  acted  upon 
the  result  of  such  proceedings,  incurred  expense  and  liability 
thereunder  by  commencing  to  build  the  HoUister  branch.  Prac- 
tically all  that  was  considered  of  then  value  to  either  the  North- 
western or  the  Wisconsim  &  Northern  or  the  Oconto  Company 
under  the  testimony  in  the  extension  proceedings  is  by  this  de- 
cision swept  away  from  the  one  held  to  be  entitled  to  it  in  1916 
and  landed  in  the  lap  of  the  other  then  cxmtestant. 

While  present  or  future  passenger  traffic  may  be  a  considera- 
tion in  some  cases  of  applications  for  extensions  and  possibly 
never  in  spur  tracks,  yet  in  the  case  at  bar  passenger  traffic  was 
not  the  consideration  before  the  Railroad  Commission  in  1916. 
It  is  undisputed  that  the  then  Kingston  branch  of  16  miles  was 
devoted  practically  to  no  other  business  than  permitting  the  use 
of  the  tracks  to  the  Oconto  Company  for  shipping  its  logs  as 
freight  traffic  thereon ;  nor  did  either  railroad  in  the  extension 
proceedings  lay  any  stress  upon  possible  passenger  earnings  on 
cither  proposed  extension.  The  same  questions  in  substance,  es- 
sence, and  practical  effect,  if  mere  nomenclature  be  disregarded, 
were  before  the  Railroad  Commission  in  1917  that  were  before 
them  in  1916,  and  should  be  held  valid  and  binding  for  at  least 
the  two-year  period  fixed  by  §  1797-49. 

There  are  the  necessary  identities  of  persons,  capacities,  sub- 
ject-matter, and  ends  to  be  attained  found  in  the  proceeding  under 
the  extension  statutes  in  the  fall  of  1916,  and  these  proceedings 
in  the  spring  of  1917  which  would  therefore  make  the  former 
proceedings  res  judicata.  Rahr  v.  Wittmann,  147  Wis.  195, 
202,  36  L.R.A.(N.S.)  392,  132  N.  W.  1107;  McMillan  v.  Bar- 
ber Asphalt  Paving  Co.  151  Wis.  48,  50,  188  N.  W.  94,  Ann. 
Cas.  1914B,  53 ;  Baker  v.  Becker,  153  Wis.  369,  888,  141  N. 
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W.  304;  Zohrlaut  v.  Mengelberg,  158  Wis.  392,  148  N.  W.  814, 
149  If.  W.  280.  Or  even  if  the  identities  were  not  all  there  to 
meet  the  broadest  application  of  the  nale  just  cited,  ye!  the  sub- 
stantial issue  as  to  whether,  in  view  even  of  the  increased  cost 
to  the  Oconto  Company  in  shipping  over  the  Wisconsin  &  North- 
em  rather  than  the  Northwestern,  which  of  the  two  railroads 
should  be  given  the  privilege  of  access  to  the  logging  territory  in 
these  townships,  was  determined  adversely  to  the  Northwestem's 
application.  There  is  no  new  showing  here,  and  the  prior  de- 
termination on  that  squarely  defined  issue  should  be  held  binding. 
Rowell  v.  Smith,  123  Wis.  510,  516,  102  N.  W.  1,  3  Ann.  Cas. 
773. 

A  lengthy  citation  is  given  in  the  majority  opinion  from  the 
decision  of  the  Railroad  Commission  on  the  question  of  what  it 
considered  to  be  and  the  view  it  took  as  to  the  question  of  public 
interest  involved  in  this  spur  track  proceeding.  A  comparison 
with  the  written  decision  made  in  the  extension  proceedings  by 
the  same  Commission,  although  there  has  been  some  change  in  the 
membership,  discloses  that  the  same  questions  were  discussed  and 
particularly  as  to  what  effect  the  denying  of  the  application  of  the 
Chicago  &  Northwestern  would  have  upon  the  Oconto  Company 
by  way  of  increased  freight  rates.  Upon  the  same  situation  and 
possible  future  effects  upon  the  same  parties  the  Commission  in 
1916  came  to  the  diametrically  opposite  conclusion  to  that  ar- 
rived at  by  the  Commission  in  1917.  Both  the  Northwestern 
and  the  Oconto  Company  could  have  had  a  review  of  such  conclu- 
sion of  the  Commission  in  1916  if  either  had  so  chosen.  Thev 
failed  to  do  so,  and  I  can  see  no  good  reason  why  they  should  not 
be  bound  thereby. 

The  question  of  public  interest  was  before  Ae  Commission  in 
both  proceedings,  and  was  expressly  passed  upon  by  that  tribunal 
in  each  proceeding.  It  was  required  to  be  considered  under  the 
statute  as  to  extensions  in  determiniilg  whether  the  certificate  of 
public  convenience  should  be  given  or  withheld  and  under  the 
spur  track  statute  by  the  words,  "not  unreasonably  harmful  to 
public  interest,^'  which  word^  were  added  to  §  1797-llm  by 
chapter  4B1,  Laws  1909.     The  addition  <:^  these  words  makeer  It 
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clear  that  some  consideration  must  be  given  the  rights  of  all  who 
might  be  affected  under  the  spur  track  proceeding  just  as  much 
as  under  the  extension  statute. 

I  see  no  warrant  in  the  statutes  for  holding  that  the  Oconto 
Company  has  a  higher  standing  or  more  rights  iii  asking  to  have 
rails  laid  down  over  a  third  person's  property  by  the  exercise  of 
the  state's  right  of  eminent  domain  when  it  is  designated  as  a 
spur  track  or  when  the  same  rails  are  to  be'  laid  and  space  taken 
for  what  is  called  an  extension.     If  anything,  it  is  more  in  accord 
with  the  present-day  view  to  say  that  the  private  interest  of  any 
private  enterprise  is  subordinate  to  and  lower  than  the  rights  rep- 
resented by  the  public  interest.    Furthermore,  the  Oconto  Com- 
pany cannot  claim  the  right  to  have  this  spur  track  laid  over  a 
third  person's  property  by  the  right  of  eminent  domain  if  it  is 
for  its  private  purpose  and  interest.     It  is  only  because  stch  a 
spur  track  becomes  and  is  declared  to  be  for  a  public  purpose  that 
.  the  right  of  eminent  domain  thereunder  can  be  asserted.     This 
was  the  precise  ground  on  which  the  case  decided  by  this  court  of 
Chicago  &  N.  W.  E.  Co.  v.  Union  Lime  Co.  162  Wis.  633,  140 
"N,  W.  346,  was  aiBxmed  in  the  same  case  on  appeal  to  the  United ' 
States  Supreme  Court  in  233  U.  S.  211,  58  L.  cd.  924,  34  Sup. 
Ct.  Eep.  522.     It  is  the  distinct  holding  of  this  court  in  other 
cases  that  as  a  private  enterprise  such  an  applicant  as  the  Oconto 
Company  cannot  have  the  right  of  eminent  domain  exercised 
solely  in  its  behalf.     Wallman  v.  R.  Connor  Go.  115  Wis.  617, 
620,  92  If.  W.  374 ;  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  v.  Morehouse,  112 
Wis.  1,  56  L.R.A.  240,  88  Am.  St  Rep.  918,  87  IT.  W.  849. 
That  the  application  for  the  relief  in  1916  was  under  one  section 
of  the  Railroad  Law  and  that  in  1917  under  another,  but  both  in 
substance  and  reality  upon  the  same  facts  and  to  attain  the  same 
ends,  no  more  affects  the  substantial  rights  to  be  now  determined 
than  did  the  shifting  from  state  law  to  Federal  law  in  the  case 
of  Curtice  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  162  Wis.  421,  L.R.A. 
1916D,  316,  156  N.  W.  484,  the  second  appeal  of  which  again 
raising  the  same  question  is  decided  herewith. 

If  the  substance  and  results  to  be  attained  under  the  two  stat- 
utes, as  the  facts  are  disclosed  in  this  case,  are  not  identical  and 
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•similar,  although  it  seems  to  me  they  are  identical  and  similar, 
then  it  must  necessarily  follow  that  they  are  dissimilar  and 
necessarily  inconsistent  K  so,  we  have  a  situation  where  the 
Oconto  Company  and  the  Northwestern  in  the  spring  of  1916 
had  two  separate,  independeat,  and  inconsistent  remedies  by 
which  they  might  obtain  the  same  result,  namely,  shipments  from 
townships  32  and  33  over  the  Northwestern  in  preference  to  the 
Wisconsin  &  Northern.  The  Oconto  Company  and  the  North- 
Avestern  elected  to  choose  at  that  time  the  remedy  under  the  exten- 
sion statute,  and  upon  a  full  hearing  the  matter  was  determined 
against  them  by  that  Commission,  and  that  order  became  bind- 
ing upon  them  for  two  years ;  they  elected  to  take  no  proceedings 
to  review  the  same,  and  ought  not  now  be  permitted  to  proceed 
under  this  different  remedy  to  obtain  the  same  identical  result,  in 
substance  and  essence  that  they  were  denied  the  preceding  year. 
McDonald  v.  Markesan  Canning  Co.  142  Wis.  251,  125  N,  W. 
444;  Rowell  v.  Smith,  123  Wis.  510,  102  N.  W.  1,  3  Ann.  Cas. 
773 ;  Crook  v.  First  Nat.  Bank,  88  Wis.  31,  35  Am.  St.  Rep. 
17,  52  N.  W.  1131,  15  Cyc.  259. 

For  these  reasons  I  think  the  proceedings  below  should  be 
dismissed. 

Note.-^pur  tracks  and  switch  connections. 

Section  1797-llm  of  the  Wisconsin  statute  should  not  be  so  con- 
strued as  to  limit  the  construction  of  spur  tracks  to  points  within  the 
terminal  or  yard  limits  of  railroad  company.  La  Crosse  State 
Normal  School  v.  Green  Bay  &  W.  E.  Co.  Oct.  23,  1917.  The  Wis- 
consin Commission,  in  determining  whether  the  construction  of  a 
proposed  spur  track  is  practically  indispensable  to  the  successful 
operation  of  an  enterprise,  considered  that  the  term,  ^'successful  op- 
eration/' means  operation  which  is  efl&cient  in  the  most  modem  sense. 
The  Commission  held  that  provisions  for  the  unloading  of  cars  di- 
rectly at  a  heating  plant  is  the  common  practice  where  the  amount 
of  coal  consumed  is  large  and  where  railroad  facilities  are  available. 

A  state  normal  school  is  such  an  '^industry  or  enterprise"  as  is 
entitled  to  request  spur  track  facilities  within  the  meaning  of  § 
1797-llm  of  tiie  Wisconsin  Statutes.     Ibid. 

Section  28  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  re- 
quiring the  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation  upon  reason- 
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able  terms  of  switch  connections  with  lateral  lines  of  railroad  or 
private  sidetrack  owned,  operated,  or  controlled  by  shippers,  does  not 
limit  the  obligation  of  the  railroad  company  to  the  mere  constmction 
of  switch  connections;  since  the  section  expressly  requires  the  com- 
pany to  provide,  upon  its  own  property,  a  sidetrack  and  switch  con- 
nection with  its  road  whenever  the  same  is  reasonably  practicable 
and  safe  and  the  business  to  be  done  justifies  it  Mound  City  Mill 
&  Elevator  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  Case  No.  1258,  Aug.  ^7, 
1917. 

The  fact  that  a  railroad  has  a  monopoly  of  business  so  that  an  in- 
dustry would  be  compelled  to  use  its  lines  for  shipments  furnishes  no 
reason  why  it  should  not  be  required  to  construct  and  operate  a  sput- 
track  connection  for  the  service  of  such  industry  if  there  is  sufficient 
business  and  the  track  may  be  put  in  with  safety  as  provided  by  the 
Missouri  statute.  .  Ibid. 

The  West  Virginia  Commission  has  authority,  under  §  4,  of  chap. 
15-0  of  the  Code  of  West  Virginia,  to  require  an  interstate  railroad 
to  grant  a  shipper,  located  along  its  line,  a  switch  connection,  where 
the  intrastate  business  to  be  offered  justifies  such  connection,  even 
though  it  may  appear  that  interstate  shipments  will  be  offered  at  the 
same  point.  Peters  v.  Norfolk  &  W.  E.  Co.  Case  No.  616,  Nov.  22, 
1917. 

The  amount  of  business  a  shipper  is  capable  of  offering  a  railroad 
is  material  on  the  question  whether  a  switch  connection  for  his  bene- 
fit should  be  installed.    Ibid. 

Lack  of  steel,  labor,  and  cars,  due  to  war  conditions  and  special 
duties  imposed  upon  carriers  in  the  transportation  of  war  materials, 
is  not  a  sufficient  reason  for  refusal  to  install  a  switch  connection  to 
coal  mining  property,  where  it  appears  that  there  is  a  serious  short- 
age of  coal  which  the  installation  of  this  facility  will  tend  to  relieve. 
Ibid. 

A  railroad  company  operating  a  spur  track  on  property  of  private 
individuals  under  an  agreement  authorizing  the  railroad  company 
to  use  the  track  for  receiving  and  delivering  freight  to  third  persons, 
provided  such  use  shall  inconvenience  the  business  of  the  landowners 
as  little  as  possible  consistent  therewith,  should  be  required  to  fur- 
nish service  over  such  spur  to  other  patrons  where  such  service  will 
not  violate  the  provisions  of  the  agreement.  Puritas  Coffee  &  Tea 
Co.  V.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  B.  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4838,  Case 

No.  1071,  Nov.  13, 1917;  rehearing  denied;  Dec.  13,  1917. 
P.U.R.1918C. 


BIViateiDE  V,  SOUTEKRN  P.  R.  CO,  31^ 


QAI^IFORNIA  B.ASJLROAD  COMMISSION. 

CITY  OP  RIVERSIDE 

V. 

SOUTHERN  PACIFIC  RAILROAD  COMPANY. 

[Decision  No.  5149;  Case  No.  1066.] 

Railroads  —  Improvements  —  Em^ergency  conditions. 

The  California  CommisBion  will  not  require  a  railroad  to  construct 
a  new  bridge'  at  heavy  expense  when  the  existing  structure  can  be  put 
in  a  safe  condition  at  small  expense,  since  utilities  should  not  be  re- 
quired under  the  present  war  emergency  conditions  to  spend  more  on 
improvements  than  is  absolutely  necessary. 

[February  21,  1918.] 

GoMFXAiNT  that  wooden  bridge  is  dangerous  to  users  of  high- 
way. Company  oordered  within  ninety  days  to  make  changes 
necessary  to  widen  passage  for  street  traffic  from  10  feet  10 
inches  to  14  feet 

Appearances :  A.  H.  Winder  and  L,  C.  Kelley  for  complain- 
ant ;  Frank  Karr  for  Pacific  Electric  Railway  Company ;  Frank 
B.  Austin  for  Southern  Pacific  Bailroad  Company. 

Gordon,  Commissioner :  In  this  complaint  the  city  of  River- 
side alleges  that  a  wooden  bridge  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Rail- 
road Company  (Southern  Pacific  Company)  over  North  Main 
street,  in  Riverside,  is  dangerous  to  users  of  the  highway  because 
of  impaired  clearances,  and  asks  the  Commission  to  require  the 
railroad  company  to  remove  or  reconstruct  it  so  it  will  conform 
in  appearance  to  the  improved  highway,  with  concrete  retaining 
walls  which  it  spans,  and  a  railroad  bridge  of  the  Riverside, 
Rialto,  &  Pacific  Railroad,  which  is  located  about  290  feet  dis- 
tant from  it  and  is  built  of  reinforced  concrete  with  a  clear  span 
over  the  roadway  of  30  ieei. 

This  case  was  heard  and  submitted  on  May  23,  1917,  and  has 
remained  undecided  because  of  advices  received  from  the  com- 
plainant that  an  agreement  would  probably  be  reached  with  the 
railroad  company  which  would  amicably  settle  the  questions 
raised.    It  now  appears  that  no  such  agreement  is  possible. 

The  bridge  in  question  is  a  framed  trestle  with  two  concrete 
abutments  and  three  timber  bents  resting  on  concrete  pedestals. 
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From  face  to  face  of  abutments  the  distance  is  43'  8/'  which  is 
divided  by  the  bents  into  four  spans,  two  on  the  outside  for  side- 
walks of  6'  10"  each,  and  two  in  the  center  for  driveways  meas- 
uring 15'  each,  these  distances  being  from  the  face  of  abutments 
and  the  centers  of  the  timber  bents.  In  the  roadway  the  con- 
crete pedestals,  which  are  long  enough  to  provide  for  a  double- 
track  bridge,  narrow  the  horizontal  clearance  to  10'  10."  The 
bridge  is  very  rarely  used  by  the  Southern  Pacific  Company, 
but  the  Pacific  Electric  can  use  it  conveniently,  and  negotiations 
were  under  way  to  transfer  to  that  company  when  they  were 
interrupted  by  the  filing  of  this  complaint. 

North  Main  street  is  one  of  the  main  thoroughfares  of  River- 
side, and  is  heavily  traveled.  The  city  has  recently  spent 
$35,000  in  improving  it,  and  I  am  entirely  in  sympathy  with 
the  wish  of  the  people  to  have  the  present  unsightly  Southern 
Pacific  bridge  either  removed  or  reconstructed  to  fit  its  surround- 
ings. At  the  same  time  I  do  not  believe  the  Commission,  during 
the  present  emergency,  should  require  public  utilities  to  spend 
more  on  improvements  than  is  absolutely  necessary,  and  the  issue 
here  should  be  narrowed  strictly  to  making  this  bridge  safe,  post- 
poning other  considerations  during  the  duration  of  the  war. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  present  clearances  of  10'  10"  on  the 
roadway — 1'  2"  less  than  the  minimum  prescribed  by  the  Com- 
mission in  its  general  order  No.  26  on  the  subject  of  Clearances 
— are  imsafe  for  the  operation  of  automobiles  and  motor  trucks 
in  a  subway  of  this  sort,  and  the  railroad  company  should  be 
required  to  widen  them.  It  can  readily  be  done  without  con- 
structing a  new  bridge  at  an  estimated  expenditure  of  $lO,000 
If  the  concrete  pedestals  under  the  roadway  bents  were  cut  down 
flush  with  the  sides  of  the  bents,  and  the  braces  on  the  sides  of 
the  bent  were  replaced  by  braces  between  the  posts,  the  roadway 
could  be  made  about  14  feet  wide  at  a  small  expense.  Tbis  in- 
crease of  3'  2"  in  the  width  of  the  roadway  will  remove  the 
danger  to  a  large  extent,  but  as  an  additional  safeguard  th.€  por- 
tion of  the  roadway  pedestals  built  for  the  second  track  shoiald  be 
removed  to  shorten  the  length  of  the  subway  as  much  as  possible. 
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BE  PACIFIC  ELECTEIC  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[DedBioB  No.  5160;  Application  No.  3343.] 

Service  —  Street  raUtvaya  —  Ahandaninent, 

The  California  Commission  will  authorize  the  abandonment  of 
street  railway  tracks  in  preference  to  authorizing  a  large  expenditure 
for  their  improvement  and  for  the  purpose  of  paving  a  portion  of  the 
line  to  meet  the  requirements  of  a  city  ordinance,  where  it  appears  that 
the  traffic  is  too  light  to  pay  operating  expenses  and  that  the  company 
is  already  operating  under  a  deficit^  and  without  hope  of  a  return. 

[February  21,  1918.] 

Application  for  authority  to  abandon  and  remove  street  rail- 
way tracks  on  Ocean  avenue  in  the  city  of  Santa  Monica ;  grant- 
ed subject  to  conditions  specified  in  order. 

Appearances:  Frank  Karr  for  applicant;  V.  E.  McLucas, 
City  Attorney,  for  city  of  Santa  Monica,  Protestant. 

Grordon,  Commissioner:  Pacific  Electric  Railway  Company, 
a  corporation,  has  applied  to  the  Kailroad  Commission  for  an 
order  authorizing  the  abandonment  of  its  line  of  railroad  in  the 
city  of  Santa  Monica  located  on  the  northwesterly  side  of  Ocean 
avenue,  between  the  southeasterly  line  of  Montana  avenue  and 
the  point  of  connection  with  its  Santa  Monica  boulevard  line 
just  north  of  the  southeasterly  line  of  Santa  Monica  boulevard, 
a  distance  of  4,262  feet,  for  the  reason  that  the  trafiic  is  ex- 
tremely light,  and  does  not  produce  revenue  equal  to  the  cost 
of  operation,  and  that  demands  of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica  for 
the  installation  of  paving  with  concrete  base  and  asphalt  wearing 
surface,  and  the  substitution  of  grooved  girder  rail  of  a  weight 
of  127  pounds  to  the  yard,  will  necessitate  an  expenditure  for 
reconstruction  of  approximately  $70,000. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  at  Santa  Monica  on  December  13^ 
1917 ;  the  matter  was  duly  submitted  and  is  now  ready  for  de- 
cision. 

The  track  proposed  to  be  abandoned  is  a  portion  of  the  city 
lines  operated  by  the  Pacific  Electric  Railway  in  the  city  of 
Santa  Monica,  and  is  also  used  by  the  so-called  Westgate  line  of 
through  cars  from  Los  Angeles.    The  Ocean  avenue  line  is  locat- 
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cd  on  the  northwesterly  side  of  Ocean  avenue^  between  Santa 
Monica  boulevard  and  Montana  avenue.  Ocean  av^iue  between 
said  points,  except  the  portion  occupied  by  the  railroad  of  the 
applicant,  is  paved  with  concrete  base  paving  with  asphalt  wear- 
ing surface.  The  city  of  Santa  Monica  has  demanded  the  paving 
of  the  portion  of  Ocean  avenue  occupied  under  franchise  by  the 
tracks  of  the  applicant,  such  paving  to  be  under  the  same  spec- 
ifications as  were  used  in  the  paving  of  the  highway  portion  of 
Ocean  avenue,  the  demand  being  made  under  the  provisions  of 
§  2  of  ordinance  339  as  passed  by  the  city  council  of  Santa 
Monica  on  September  4,  1900,  granting  to  Los  Angeles-Pacific 
Railroad,  its  successors,  and  assigns,  a  franchise  for  the  con- 
struction and  operation  of  an  electric  railway  on  and  along 
Ocean  avenue  for  a  period  of  fifty  years,  said  §  2  reading  as 
follows : 

"Sec  2.  The  track  along  the  said  streets  and  avenues  afore- 
said shall  be  laid  even  with  the-  surface  or  with  the  established 
grade ;  and  in  case  the  city  shall  pave  any  street  or  avenue  during 
the  existence  of  this  franchise,  the  said  grantee  and  assigns  shall 
pave  in  a  similar  manner  those  portions  of  the  streets  and 
avenues  lying  between  the  tracks  and  between  the  rails,  and  for 
2  feet  on  each  side  thereof.'' 

The  Pacific  Electric  Railway  Company  is  tiie  successor  in 
interest  to  the  Los  Angeles-Pacific  Railroad  Company. 

The  installation  of  the  type  of  paving  required  by  the  terms 
of  special  ordinance  No.  634,  adopted  by  the  city  council  of  the 
city' of  Santa  Monica  on  December  13,  1915,  and  by  the  terms 
of  special  ordinance  No.  621,  adopted  by  the  city  council  of  the 
city  of  Santa  Monica  on  October  11,  1915,  would  require  the 
entire  reconstruction  of  the  double-track  3treet  railroad  over  the 
portion  of  Ocean  avenue  which  is  sought  to  be  abandoned,  and 
the  substitution  of  grooved  girder  rail  of  a  weight  of  127  pounds 
;o  the  yard  for  the  present  tee  rail  which  weighs  60  pounds  to  the 
yard. 

The  estimated  original  value  of  the  track  and  overhead  con- 
struction proposed  to  be  abandoned  is  $24,320,  the  cost  of  re- 
moval is  estimated  at  $2,400,  and  the  cost  of  paving  the  right  of 
way  occupied  by  the  tracks  proposed  to  be  abandoned  in  con- 
formity with  the  requirements  of  the  ordinance  of  the  citr  of 
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Santa  Monica  is  estimated  at  $19,000,  a  total  of  $45,720.  The 
salvage  value  of  the  old  material  to  be  recovered  is  estimated  at 
$7,248,  or  a  net  expense  of  $38,472,  which  v^ould  be  charged 
as  a  loss  if  the  tracks  were  to  be  abandoned. 

If  the  tracks  are  to  be  rehabilitated  and  the  paving  installed 
as  required  by  the  city  of  Santa  Monica  an  estimated  expendi- 
ture of  $86,100  would  be  incurred,  and  in  view  of  the  limited 
earnings  and  the  deficit  now  alleged  to  result  from  the  operation 
of  this  portion  of  the  Pacific  Electric  lines,  the  applicant  prefers 
to  abandon  service,  remove  the  tracks,  and  pave  the  abandoned 
right  of  way  at  an  estimated  expense  of  $38,472,  rather  than 
incur  an  expenditure  of  over  $86,000  upon  which  no  return 
could  be  secured. 

It  appears  that  the  traffic  derived  from  the  operation  of  the 
portion  of  the  line  proposed  to  be  abandoned  does  not  justify  the 
investment  of  additional  capital,  and  checks  of  travel  as  sub- 
mitted by  the  applicant  show  an  average  of  but  forty  passengers 
per  day  off  and  on  the  local  cars  on  Ocean  avenue  between  Santa 
Monica  boulevard  and  Montana  avenue,  and  an  average  of  se\'en 
passengers  on  and  off  the  through  cars  operated  from  Los  An- 
geles to  Santa  Monica  via  Westgate  and  Sawtelle.  Results  from 
a  four-day  check  made  in  the  month  of  October,  1917,  indicate  a 
collection  of  thirty-two  tickets  and  the  sum  of  $2.90  in  5-cent 
cash  fares.  On  the  basis  of  crediting  a  full  5-cent  fare  for  each 
passenger  boarding  or  leaving  the  cars  on  the  portion  of  track 
proposed  to  be*  abandoned,  the  total  receipts  properly  <*reditable 
to  this  portion  of  the  line  would  average  $1.12J  per  day.  The 
estimated  daily  operating  expense  is  $7.36,  covering  the  forty 
round  trips  operated  by  the  local  cars,  and  the  estimated  atinual 
cost  of  maintenance  of  track  and  overiiead  structure  for  the  vear 
ending  June  30, 1917,  was  $2,516,  the  track  maintenance  includ- 
ing a  considerable  expenditure  for  renewal  of  track  special  work 
which  is  in  the  nature  of  an  extraordinary  expenditure. 

It  is  apparent  that  the  traffic  handled  over  this  portion  of  the 
line  is  unremunerative,  and  does  not  equal  the  cost  of  operation 
and  maintenance,  taxes,  and  fixed  charges,  or  any  return  upon 
the  value  of  the  investment. 

It  appears  that  several  efforts  have  been  made  by  the  applicant 
to  effect  a  compromise  with  the  city  council  of  the  city  of  Santa 
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Monica,  whereby  some  modification  of  the  paving  specifications 
might  become  effective,  three  of  the  suggested  plans  being  as 
follows : 

1.  Take  up  track  in  Ocean  avenue.  Make  track  connection 
with  Westgate  line  at  Montana  avenue,  thence  across  to  a  connec- 
tion with  the  Third  street  line. 

2.  Abandon  and  remove  trackage  on  Ocean  avenue  including  a 
portion  of  private  right  of  way  back  to  Fourth  street.  Build 
across  Fourth  street  to  existing  track  on  Montana  avenue,  there- 
by affording  connection  with  Third  street  line. 

3.  Construct  connecting  track  across  Ocean  avenue  via  Idaho 
street. 

None  of  the  proposed  compromises  have  been  accepted  by  the 
city  council  of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica,  nor  has  any  modifica- 
tion been  secured  as  to  the  expensive  type  of  paving  required  on 
Ocean  avenue  by  special  ordinance  No.  621  and  special  or- 
dinance No.  634,  although  an  offer  has  been  made  by  the 
applicant  to  install  a  cement  curb  line  or  to  continue  the  main- 
tenance and  operation  of  the  track  without  paving.  Permission 
to  abandon  the  track  on  Ocean  avenue  has  also  been  denied  by 
the  city  council  of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  in  this  proceeding  that  all  pos- 
sible efforts  have  been  made  by  the  applicant  to  make  some 
adjustment  that  will  permit  of  the  continued  operation  of  an  un- 
profitable  portion  of  their  line  as  represented  by  the  tracks  on 
Ocean  avenue,  Santa  Monica,  as*  sought  to  be  abandoned  in  this 
proceeding.  It  further  appears  that  the  continued  maintenance 
and  operation  of  the  tracks  is  not  justified  by  the  patronage  given 
by  the  traveling  public,  and  that  it  would  be  an  economic  loss 
to  increase  the  capital  investment  necessary  to  rehabilitate  the 
tracks  in  the  manner  necessary  to  comply  with  the  ordinances 
of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica  requiring  the  expensive  type  of 
paving.  In  view  of  the  limited  amount  of  traffic  handled  over 
the  portion  of  line  sought  to  be  abandoned,  I  cannot  recommend 
the  substitution  of  any  of  the  former  compromises  suggested  by 
the  applicant  to  the  city  council  of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica,  as 
any  of  the  proposed  compromises  would  require  an  additional 
capital  investment  which  is  not  justified  by  the  present  or 
prospective  trafilc  to  be  handled.     It  appears  that  there  is  op- 
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position  by  interested  residents  of  all  of  the  proposed  compromise 
plans  and  also  to  the  proposed  abandonment. 

The  Pacific  Electric  Railway  Company  has  for  some  years 
operated  at  a  deficit  In  view  of  such  fact,  and  from  the  tes- 
timony in  this  proceeding,  I  am  un\nlling  to  recommend  the 
expenditure  of  a  very  considerable  sum  of  money,  either  for  the 
rehabilitation  of  the  present  tracks  here  sought  to  be  abandoned 
and  as  required  by  the  expensive  type  of  paving  or  for  any  com- 
promise plan,  when  it  is  clearly  apparent  that  such  expenditure 
would  be  an  economic  waste  and  one  upon  which  no  return  on 
the  investment  could  reasonably  be  expected. 

After  careful  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  in  this  pro- 
ceeding, I  am  of  the  opinion  and  find  as  a  fact  that  the  continued 

«  

maintenance  and  operation  of  the  tracks  of  the  Pacific  Electric 
Railway  Company  on  Ocean  avenue,  Santa  Monica,  between 
Santa  Monica  boulevard  and  Montana  avenue,  is  not  justified  in 
that  sufiicient  patronage  is  not  accorded  such  portion  of  the  line 
by  the  traveling  public,  particularly  in  view  of  the  present  finaiv- 
cial  condition  of  the  company.  » 

I  recommend  that  the  application  be  granted  subject  to  the 
conditions  appearing  in  the  following  suggested  form  of  order: 

ORDER. 

A  public  hearing  having  been  held  in  the  above-entitled  pro- 
ceeding, and  the  matter  having  been  duly  submitted,  and  the 
Commission  being  fully  advised,  and  basing  its  order  on  the 
finding  of  fact  as  set  forth  in  the  foregoing  opinion. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  the  application  of  the  Pacific  Elec- 
tric Railway  Company  for  permission  to  abandon  and  remove 
its  double-track  line  of  railroad  on  Ocean  avenue  in  the  city  of 
Santa  Monica,  between  Santa  Monica  boulevard  and  Montana 
avenue,  be  and  the  same  hereby  is  granted,  subject  to  the  follow- 
ing conditions: 

1.  The  portion  of  Ocean  avenue  occupied  by  the  right  of  way 
as  granted  by  ordinance  No,  339  of  the  city  council  of  the  city  of 
Santa  Monica  under  date  September  4,  1000,  shall,  after  the 
removal  of  the  tracks  and  overhead  construction,  be  paved  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  city  council  of  the  city 
of  Santa  Monica. 

2.  The  removal  of  the  tracks  herein  authorized  shall  be  ao- 
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complished  within  sixty  days  from  the  effective  date  of  this 
order,  and  the  paving  of  the  right  of  way  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  city  of  Santa  Monica  shall  be  completed 
within  thirty  days  thereafter. 

The  Commission  reserves  the  right  to  make  such  further  orders 
in  this  proceeding  as  to  it  may  appear  right  and  proper. 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion of  the  state  of  California. 

Note. — A  lessor  street  railway  company  may  voluntarily  abandon 
a  portion  of  its  route  by  complying  with  the  statute  where  the  public 
is  properly  served  by  other  means.  Be  Bleecker  Street  &  P.  P.  R.  Co. 
(N.  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  Case  No.  2229,  Dec.  10,  1917. 

A  portion  of  street  railway  under  ninety-nine-year  lease,  although 
a  necessary  part  of  the  lessor's  system  if  operated  independently, 
may  be  abandoned  by  it  where  there  is  no  reasonable  prospects  that 
the  lessee  will  relinquish  the  property,  and  the  operation  of  the 
abandoned  line  is  not  necessary  for  the  convenience  of  the  public. 
Ibid. 
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HE  WESTMORELAND  ft  THORNBURGH. 

[Decision  No.  5174;  Application  No.  3520.] 

Autotnohilea  —  Certtflcatea  of  convenience  —  Operation  prior  to  jitnef 
law  —  Transferability  of  right  to  operate. 

The  right  to  operate  an  automobile  transportation  line  without  se- 
curing local  permits  or  a  certificate  from  the  California  Commission 
allowed  under  chapter  213  of  the  Laws  of  1017  in  the  caae  of  owners 
operating  in  good  faith  prior  to  May  1,  1917,  is  nontransferable. 

[March  2,  1018.] 

Application  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  neces- 
sity to  operate  an  automobile  stage  or  truck  service  between  Santa 
Maria  and  Sisquoc;  certificate  granted. 

Appearances :  H.  M.  Thomburgh  for  applicant. 

By  the  Conunission :  Westmoreland  &  Thomburgh  apply  for 
certificate  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  require  them  to 
operate  an  automobile  stage  service  between  Santa  Maria  and 
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SisquoCy  Santa  Barbara  county,  a  distance  of  about  13  miles  over 
oiled  roads  for  the  common  carriage  of  passengers,  baggage^  and 
express  packages. 

A  public  hearing  upon  the  application  was  conducted  by  Ex- 
aminer Westover  at  Santa  Maria. 

Applicant  has  operated  the  line  since  November  6,  1917,  hav- 
ing paid  $300  to  Hickey  Brothers  for  their  right  to  operate,  due 
to  the  fact  that  Hickey  Brothers  were  operating  the  line  prior  to 
May  1,  1917,  and  were  not  required  by  chapter  218,  Laws  of 
1917,  to  procure  permit  from  the  local  authorities  nor  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  from  the  Commission.  The 
statute,  however,  requires  local  permits  and  the  Commission's 
certificates  for  all  persons  not  operating  in  good  faith  prior  to 
May  1,  1917.  Hence  this  application.  The  right  of  Hiokey 
Brothers  to  continue  operation  after  May  1,  1917,  was  a  personal 
right,  and  not  transferable- 
Note. — ^After  describing  the  applicants^  equipment,  its  cost,  op- 
eratiag  schedule,  etc.,  the  order  declared  that  public  convenience  and 
necessity  required  the  operation  of  such  a  line,  and  provided  for  the 
issuance  of  a  certificate  to  become  effective  upon  the  securing  of  neces- 
sary local  permits  by  the  applicant.  The  order  also  provided  that 
the  rights  and  privileges  granted  should  not  be  assigned  or  trans- 
ferred without  the  written  consent  of  the  Commission. 

In  Re  Uoyd,  Decision  No.  6171  (Cal.)  Application  No.  3472, 
March  2,  1918,  it  was  also  held  that  an  individual  cannot  purchase 
the  right  to  operate  an  automobile  transportation  service  over  a  route 
served  by  an  individual  or  a  company  operating  in  good  faith  prior 
to  May  1,  1917,  without  securing  local  permits  or  a  certificate  from 
the  Commission.     . 

A  new  company  which  takes  over  the  property  of  an  established 
automobile  transportation  line  must  obtain  a  new  certificate  of  pub- 
lic convenience  and  necessity,  as  well  as  new  permits  from  the  local 
authorities.  Be  United  States  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  5106,  Applica- 
tion No.  3314,  Feb.  5,  1918. 

In  Be  Pickwick  Stages,  Northern  Div.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  5070, 
Application  No.  3436,  Jan.  25,  1918,  it  was  held  that  if  a  corpora- 
tion takes  over  and  operates  an  automobile  stage  line  owned  by  a 
company  not  operating  under  local  permits  as  provided  by  chapter 
213,  Laws  of  1917,  it  must  obtain  permits  from  the  local  authorities, 
and  an  order  from  the  Railroad  Commission  declaring  that  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  it  to  conduct  such  stage-line  busi- 
ness. 

In  Re  Santa  Clara  Valley  Auto  Line,  Decision  No.  4674,  AppUca- 
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tion  No.  3159,  Sept.  26,  1917,  the  California  Commission,  in  denying 
the  application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for 
the  operation  of  a  stage  line  between  San  Francisco  and  Palo  Alto, 
said:  *^No  person  has  a  vested  right  tp  engage  in  a  public  utility 
service.  The  law  looks  not  to  the  operator,  but  to  the  convenience 
and  necessity  of  the  public,  and  clearly  contemplates  that  applications 
of  this  character  shall  be  decided  on  the  basis  of  this  test  alone,  and 
not  on  the  basis  of  the  desires  or  necessities  of  the  operators.  Op- 
erators may  be  permitted  to  enter  the  field  only  at  such  times,  and  in 
such  places,  and  under  such  conditional  as  will  best  subserve  the 
convenience  and  necessity  of  the  public.^' 

In  Re  General  Motor  Transp.  Co.  Decision  No.  4637,  Application 
No.  3089,  Sept.  13,  1917,  it  was  held  that  the  California  Commis- 
sion would  not  authorize  auto-transportation  service  between  desig- 
nated points,  until  it  appeared  that  the  applicant  had  secured  neces- 
sary franchises  or  permits  from  the  municipalities  or  counties 
through  which  it  proposed  to  operate. 

Motor  vehicle  operators  in  the  District  of  Columbia  should  secure 
the  usual  licenses  from  the  assessor  as  provided  for  by  %  14,  §  7,  of 
the  Act  of  Congress  approved  July  1,  1902,  where  applications  to 
operate  result  from  conditions  incident  to  a  strike  of  motormen  and 
conductors  on  a  street  railway,  and  where  no  permanent  route  is  to 
be  established.  Re  Motor  Vehicles  (D.  C.)  Order  No.  206,  P.  IT.  C. 
No.  2334,  April  17,  1917. 

In  Re  Chicago  Motor  Bus  Co.  (111.)  No.  6066,  and  Re  Chicago 
Stage  Co.  (111.)  No.  6642,  Jan.  8,  1918,  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  to  operate  motor  busses  on  the  south  side  in  the  city  of 
Chicago  was  denied  in  the  first  case  and  granted  in  the  second  for 
the  same  service;  the  final  decision,  apparently,  having  been  made 
on  the  theory  that  one  company  could  adequately  serve  the  public, 
an:l  the  one  best  fitted,  financially  and  by  experience,  should  be  en- 
titled to  the  certificate.  Comraiosioners  Lucey  and  Shaw  dissent- 
ing; since,  in  their  opinions,  a  motor  bus  company,  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  passengers  in  city  streets  should  not  be  considered 
a  monopoly,  and  certificates  should  have  been  granted  to  both  ap- 
plicants. 

The  operation  of  a  bus  line  between  two  cities,  in  competition  with 
another  common  carrier,  and  without  the  consent  of  the  local  au- 
thorities of  the  two  cities,  and  without  a  certificate  of  public  con- 
venience pnd  necessity  from  the  Public  Service  Commission,  is  un- 
lawful. Public  Service  Commission  v.  Mt.  Vernon  Taxicab  Co. 
(1917)  101  Misc.  497,  168  N.  Y.  Supp.  83. 

The  authority  to  operate  jitneys  over  city  streets  must  be  by  valid 

franchise,  authority  of  color  based  on  an  invalid  ordinance  being 

insufficient.    Memphis  Street  B.  Co.  v.  Rapid  Transit  Co.  —  Tenn, 

— ,  198  S.  W.  890. 
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MISSOURI  PUBIjIC   SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

BE    MISSISSIPPI    EIVER    &    BONNE    TERRE    RAILWAY 

COMPANY. 

[Cases  Kos.  61,  453.] 

Vahtation  —  Original  cost  to  date  —  St^pplemetUary  audit  —  Property 
additions  shotim  hy  annual  reports, 

1.  Net  additions  of  construction  and  equipment  as  shown  hj  a  rail- 
road's annual  reports  were  added  to  a  report  of  the  Missouri  Commis- 
sion's accountants,  showing  the  total  of  these  items  at  a  prior  time,  to 
avoid  the  necessity  for  a  supplementary  audit  in  bringing  the  original 
cost  of  the  whole  of  the  carrier's  properties  up  to  date,  where,  in  view 
of  the  carrier's  prior  accurateness,  there  was  little  likelihood  6{  error 
in  the  subsequent  reports. 

Valuation  —  Items  chargeable  to  capital  account  —  Bond  discount, 

2.  Bond  discount  is  not  properly  chargeable  to  capital  account  in 
a  rate  valuation. 

Valuation  —  Overhead  expense  —  Engineering  —  Basis  of  estimate. 

3.  An  estimate  for  engineering  expense  in  the  valuation  of  a  rail- 
road property,  based  on  a  study  and  actual  estiipat^  of  the  cost  of  this 
work  for  each  portion,  is  probably  more  nearly  correct  than  one  esti- 
mated on  a  percentage  basis. 

Valuation  —  Right  of  way  —  '* Railway  value,** 

4.  The  "railway  value"  method  of  appraising  a  railroad  right  of 
way,  obtained  by  the  application  of  an  arbitrary  right  of  way  multiple 
to  the  market  value  of  contiguous  land,  is  not  permissible  in  a  rate 
valuation. 

Valuation  —  Right  of  way  —  Method, 

5.  The  fair  present  value  of  a  railroad  right  of  way  is  properly 
determined  on  the  basis  of  the  present  market  value  of  contiguous  land 
plus  the  added  cost  of  acquisition,  as  shown  by  the  evidence. 

Valuation  —  Equipment  —  3£ethod. 

6.  The  cost  of  reproducing  railroad  equipment  naay  be  properly 
estimated  in  a  rate  valuation, '  upon  the  basis  of  information  received 
from  manufacturers,  and  from  the  valuation  departments  of  other  rail- 
roads, together  with  available  records  6f  the  applicant. 

Valuation  —  Items    chargeable    to    capital  —  Roadbed    expenditures 
9ubsequent  to  constructitm. 

7.  Expenditures  on  a  railroad  roadbed  after  constracflon  should 
be  charged  to  maintenance,  in  a  rate  valuation,  unless  it  is  affirmatively 
shown  that  they  were  made  for  capital  purposes. 

Valuatitm  «-  Grading  —  Appreciation  —  Adaptation  and  solidification, 

8.  The  cost  of  railroad  grading  cannot  be  appreciated  for  adapta- 
tion and  solidification  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  there  is  no  evidence 
of  capital  expenditures  on  the  roadbed  subsequent  to  ita  construction, 
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and  the  appreciated  value  appears  to  be  due  to  time  and  the  element! 
or  to  expenditures  chargeable  to  maintenance. 

Ratea  —  Railroad  —  Passenger  —  Freight  —  Beasanahleneae^  —  BaM». 

9.  The  reasonablenese  of  passenger  or  freight  rates  should  be  de 
termined  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  eervioe. 

Apportionment  —  Property  —  Railroad  —  Betvpeen    freigM   and  pas- 
9enger  service  —  Basie* 

10.  Railroad  property  was  apportioned  between  the  freight  and  pti- 
senger  service,  in  a  rate  case,  hy  assigning  property  used  exclusively 
by  either  to  that  service,  and  1^  apportioning  the  property  in  joint 
service,  between  jbhem  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of  its  use  in  each. 

Apportionment  —  Railroad  —  Locomotives  —  Main  and  branch  lines 
—  Valuation  of  passenger  service  property. 

11.  In  determining  the  value  of  the  property  of  a  railroad  used  in 
the  passenger  service,  locomotives  were  apportioned  between  main  end 
branch  lines  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton  miles. 

Apportionment  —  RaUroctd  —  Work  equipment  —  Passenger  and 
freight  services, 

12.  A  railroad's  work  equipment  was  apportioned  between  the  freight 
and  passenger  service,  in  arriving  at  the  fair  value  of  property  used  in 
the  latter,  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton  miles. 

Apportionment  —  Railroad  —  Property  —  Interstate  and  intrastate 
service  -^  Small  amount  of  traffic  —  Necessity, 

13.  No  apportionment  of  property  between  interstate  and  intrastate 
passenger  service  need  be  made  where  the  interstate  passenger  traffic 
on  the  railroad  under  consideration  is  so  small  as  to  be  practically 
negligible. 

[February  18,  1918.] 

Application  of  Mississippi  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  for  an 
increase  in  passenger  rates,  consolidated  with  a  proceeding  ^^ 
value  its  property  for  the  purpose;  applicant  permitted  to  file 
schedules  under  maximum  passenger  fare  fixed  by  general  order 
of  the  Commission  in  cases  492  to  505;  the  fair  present  value 
of  applicant's  property  for  rate-making  purpoees  was  fixed  at 
$4,400,000  as  of  January  1,  1917,  of  which  amount  $74:8,000 
was  apportioned  to  the  passenger  service. 

By  tlM  Commission :  The  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre 
Railway  Company,  a  corporation  of  the  state  of  Missouri,  ^^^ 
in  called  "the  railroad,"  filed  application  July  1,  1913,  praying 
for  an  increase  in  passenger  rates  under  provisions  of  §  47  4)f  the 
Public  Service  Commission  Law.  Supplementary  to  said  ap- 
plication,  an  order  was  made  and  entered  by  the  Comnajssion 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  k  B.  T.  R.  00.  323 

July  21,  1914:9  providing  for  a  valuation  of  the  applicant's  prop- 
erty, as  authorized  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law. 

The  company  and  engineers  and  accountants  of  the  Commis- 
sion having  filed  written  reports  as  ordered  by  the  Commission, 
both  cases  were  consolidated  and  heard  as  one  proceeding.  Hear- 
ings were  held  before  the  Commission  at  its  office  in  Jefferson 
City  on  October  7,  1918,  September  4,  1914,  March  28,  1916, 
and  June  18,  1917.  The  delay  in  arriving  at  a  final  hearing  and 
conclusion  was  due  to  the  fact  that  these  cases  have  been  post- 
poned from  time  to  time,  awaiting  final  disposition  of  cases 
IN^os.  52  and  176,  in  Ee  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  and  cases 
lHoB.  492  to  505,  Be  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  et  al. 

In  this  report  there  are  two  separate  cases  for  disposition: 
(1)  A  proceeding  under  §  47  of  the  Public  Service  Commission 
Law,  for  fixing  of  reasonable  passenger  rates  on  applicant's  line 
of  railroad;  and  (2)  a  proceeding  under  §  60  of  said  law,  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  applicant's  property. 

The  valuation  matter  will  be  considered  first.    • 

Historicdl: 

About  1880  the  St.  Joseph  &  Doe  Run  Lead  Companies  con- 
structed and  placed  in  operation  between  Bonne  Terre  and  a 
point  on  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain,  &  Southern  Bailway, 
called  Summit,  a  narrow  gage  line  laid  with  40-pound  steeL 
The  approximate  length  of  this  line  wis  13  miles.  On  account 
of  expansion  of  business  of  the  lead  ccEmpanies  and  failure  to 
reach  satisfactory  traffic  agreements  with  the  St.  Louis,  Iron 
Mountain,  &  Southern  Bailway  as  to  rates  between  Summit  and 
St  Louis,  it  was  decided  to  make  a  reconnaissance  for  a  line 
from  Bonne  Terre  to  a  point  on  the  Mississippi  river  near  Her- 
culaneum.  Construction  of  this  line  was  commenced  in  the 
latter  part  of  1888.  During  the  course  of  construction  it  was 
decided  to  build  the  line  to  Riverside,  a  point  on  the  St.  Louis, 
Iron  Mountain,  &  Southern  Railway  and  the  Mississippi  river, 
about  3  miles  north  of  Herculaneum  and  about  31  miles  from 
Bonne  Terre.  The  line  was  finally  completed  and  put  in  opera- 
tion March  13,  1890.  After  the  line  from  Bonne  Terre  to 
Riverside  was  put  into  operation  and  business  established  on  a 
firm  footing,  the  line  to  Summit  was  taken  up.  The  line  was 
extended  south  from  Bonne  Terre  in  1891  and  1892.     It  wa^ 
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constructed  to  Doe  Run,  a  distance  of  16^  miles,  and  opened  for 
traffic  in  May,  1892.  The  Turpin  branch  was  constructed  dur- 
ing the  year  1896.  This  branch  is  an  extension  of  the  main  line 
in  a  southerly  direction  for  a  distance  of  about  3  miles;  This 
line  was  constructed  to  reach  a  quarry  of  red  granite.  At  the 
present  time  there  is  very  little  traffic  over  the  line.  A  train  is 
run  on  an  average  of  once  or  twice  a  week  as  the  business  de- 
mands. The  Hoffman  branch,  which  leaves  the  main  line  about 
^  mile  south  of  Bonne  Terre  and  extends  in  a  westerly  direction 
to  Lead  wood,  a  distance  of  about  6.78  miles,  was  constructed 
during  the  year  1908.  This  branch  serves  the  Desloge  Lead 
Company  and  shaft  No.  14  of  the  Doe  Run  Lead  Company. 
Leadwood  is  a  mining  town  with  a  population  of  about  2,000. 
The  Crawley  branch,  connecting  with  the  main  line  at  Flat 
river  and  running  to  the  Crawley  shaft,  a  distance  of  about  1 
mile,  was  built  in  1894.  During  the  year  1902  the  Federal  con- 
nection, about  f  of  a  mile,  the  Columbian  connection,  about  ^  of  a 
mile,  and  the  connection  to  Federal  shaft  No.  4,  about  i  of  a  mile, 
were  constructed.  During  1908  the  extension  of  the  Columbian 
branch,  Esther  to  shaft  No.  9,  a  distance  of  about  li  miles,  was 
purchased  from  the  Doe  Run  Lead  Company.  During  1910  the 
connection  to  shaft  No.  11,  about  1  mile,  was  built,  making  a 
total  length  of  what  is  now  known  as  the  Crawley  branch,  6.07 
Jniles,  including  all  sidings  and  spurs.  The  Gumbo  branch, 
which  now  connects  with  the  main  line  at  Rivermines,  was  origi- 
nally constructed  from  Elvins  to  CoWan  quarry,  a  distance  of 
about  1  mile,  in  1894.  This  branch  was  extended  to  the  Gumbo 
shaft  in  1899.  The  Mitchell  branch,  extending  from  Mitchell 
junction  to  Mitchell  shaft,  a  distance  of  1.32  miles,  was  construct- 
ed in  1907.  During  1909  the  Gumbo  cut-off  from  Rivermines 
to  Cowan  quarry  was  constructed,  and  the  old  line  from  Elvins 
to  Cowan  quarry  was  abandoned. 

During  1909  the  main  line  between  Herculaneum  and  Festus 
was  improved  by  constructing  the  Festus  cut-off.  This  cut-off 
leaves  the  original  line  at  Herculaneum  and  connects  with  it 
again  just  north  of  Festus.  Its  length  is  3.3  miles.  The  old 
line  was  abandoned,  with  the  exception  of  1.1  miles  extending 
from  Festus  to  a  sand  quarry. 
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Physical  Characteristics: 

The  line  is  built  through  a  heavy  rolling  country.  On  the 
main  line  the  ruling  grade  is  1.8  per  cent  and  the  maximum 
curvature  is  12  degrees.  On  the  branch  line  the  ruling  grade  ia 
3  per  cent  and  the  maximum  curvature  is  18  degrees.  The  main 
and  branch  lines  serve  a  population  of  about  30,000.  The  main 
line  passes  under  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  Eailroad  at  Festus 
and  crosses  the  Belmont  branch  of  the  St.  Louis,  Iron  Mountain^ 
&  Southern  at  grade  at  Doe  Run  junction.  The  St.  Francois 
County  Railway,  an  electric  trolley  line  operating  between  St. 
Francois  and  Flat  river,  connects  with  the  main  line  of  the 
Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  TerreJRailway  at  Flat  river. 

Value  of  Railroad  as  Shovm  by  Its  Books  and  Records: 

In  pursuance  of  the  order  of  the  Commission,  an  audit  was 
made  of  the  books,  records,  and  accounts  of  said  company,  as  of 
April  30,  1918,  and  a  supplemental  audit  was  made  of  the  period 
from  May  1,  1918,  to  August  31,  1914.  The  original  and  sup- 
plemental audits  were  combined  in  the  report  of  the  accountants 
rendered  under  date  of  September  28,  1915,  and  covering  the 
period  from  the  organization  of  the  railway  up  to  and  including 
August  31,  1914.  This  audit  was  offered  in  testimony  at  the 
hearing  in  the  office  of  the  Commission  in  Jefferson  City  on 
«Tune  18,  1917.  The  balance  sheet  of  August  31, 1914,  is  herein 
set  out  as  table  1 ;  balance  sheet  as  presented  by  company  as  of 
December  31*,  1916,  is  set  out  as  table  2 : 

TABLE  yO.  1. 

MisLlssippi  Hiver  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Company. 
Balance  Sheet — August  31,  1914. 

Aaaeia. 
Property  Investment: 

Road     $2,420,690.09 

Equipment    I,176,51S.68 

$3,597,108.77 

Securities  Unpledged: 
Stock   St.   Francois  County  Railroad  Com- 
pany      12,187.28 

Affiliated  Companies'  Balance: 
Notes  Receivable  Pledged: 
St.  Joseph  Lead  Company  dated  October  2, 

1911,  due  October  1,  1931 $2,500,000.00 

L^Bs  payments  to  and  earnings  of  sinking 
fund  for  the  redemption  of  1st  mortgage 
5%    gold   bonds    82,748.30 

$2,417,251.11 
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TABLE  NO.  l.—Oimtinued. 

MisBissippi  River  k  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Companj; 

Balance  Sheet — ^August  81,  1014. 

St.    Francois   County   Railroad   Company 
dated  July  1,  1014,  due  July  1,  1015  . .       $221,100.00 


Total    $2,638,351.11 

Leas  this  company's  note  giTen  to  the  St. 
Joaepk  Lead  Company  Angust  6,  1014, 
due  Aug.  6,  1015 


Current  Assets: 

Cash    

Miscellaneous  accounts  receivable 

Traffic  and  car  service  balances  due  from 

other   companies    ^ 

Net  balances  due  from  agents  and  con- 
ductors    

Materials  and  supplies 

Other  current  assm 


Interest  Accrued  on  Notes  Receivable 

Deferred  Charges: 

Prepaid  insurance  

Interest  unaccrued  included  in  equipment 

notes  issued  Jime  26,  1000 

Suspense  accounts    

Unextinguished  discount  on  funded  debt  . . 

Sinking  Fund  1st  Mortgage  5%  Gold  Bonds: 

Invested  in  companv's  bonds   

Earnings  uninvested  


Special  Deposits 


145,000.00 

$MM,351.U 

$76,045.78 
85,012.32 

6,240.00 

120.88 

46,342.67 

10.48 

214,681.98 
54,204.34 

• 

$     566.10 

614S3 
5,272.33 
0,166.66 

15,619.02 

$70,000.00 
3,748.80 

82,748.89 
6,736.03 

$6,476,729.22 


Liabilities. 
Capital  Stock! 

Authorized  and  issued  30,000  shares  common  at  $100 
each    $3,000,000.00 

Funded  Debt: 

Jst  mortgage   sinking  fund — 20-year   5% 

gold  bonds  due  October  2,  1013 

$2,500,000 
Outstandfaig    $2,421,000.00 


In  sinking  fund 


70.000.00 


Emiipment  5%  gold  notes  $50,000  payable 
January  1st  and  July  1st  of  each  year 

Equipment  notes  issued  June  26,  1000,  in- 
cluding interest  to  maturity  $2,300  pay- 
able monthly    

Current  Liabilities: 

Notes  payable  secured  by  note  receivable 

Traffic  and  car  service  balances 

Audited   vouchers    

Miscellaneous  accounts  payable  
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30,774.04 

20,288.38 

104.10 


$2,724,300.35 
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TABLE  NO.  1— Continued. 

MiflfliBsippi  River  &  Bonna  Terre  Railway  Companf. 
Balance  Sheet—Auguat  31,  1014. 

Matured  interest  unpaid   $1,475.00 

Other  current  liabilities 054.40 

$262,506.92 

Aoerued  Liabilitiea  Not  Due: 

Unmatured  interest  accrued $55,050.01 

Taxea  accrued    13,C12.66 

00,602.67 

Reserves: 

Insurance  reserve  fimd $1,500.00 

Reserve  for  overcharges 420.16 

1,020.15 

Surplus    418,360.23 

$6,476,720.22 

TABLE  NO.  2, 

Mississippi  River  k  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Company. 

Balance  Sheet — December;  1016. 

AsaeU. 
Investments : 
Investment  in  road  and  equipment: 

Road   $2,448,451.01 

Equipment  1,170,572.14 

Total    ; $3,610,023.16 

Sinking  Funds: 

First-mortgage   20'year    5%    gold   bonds, 

issued  Oct.  2,  1911 147,362.60 

Investments  in  Affiliated  Companies: 
Securities  pledged: 
Note,  St.  Joseph  Lead  Co.,  dated  Oct.  2, 

1011,  due  Oct.  2,  1031  2,600,000.00 

Securities,  Unpledged: 

Slock,  St.  Francois  County  R.  R.  Co.  . .  12,187.28 

Total    $2,512,187.28     $6,278,672.03 

Tot  I  Investments, 
Current  Assets: 
Cash: 

On  deposit  subject  to  check $182,824.16 

In  transit    6,008.45 

Special  deposits  1,600.00 

Total    $100,432.60 

Loans  and  bills  receivable  1,260.00 

Traffic  and  car  service  balances  receivable  . .  8,005.56 
Net  balance  receivable  from  agents  and  con- 
ductors   557.00 

Miscellaneous  accounts  receivable 100,348.62 

Material^  and  supplies 66,705.63 

Interest  and  dividends  receivable 31,320.44 

Other  current  assets  46.44 

Total  Current  Assets $300,764.18 

Deferred  Assets   

Total  Deferred  Assets 
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TABLE  NO.  2r— Continued. 

Miflflisflippi  River  9l  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Company; 

Balance  Sheet — December,  1916. 

Unadjusted  Debits: 

Rents  and  insurance  premiums  paid  in  ad- 
vance    

Discount  on  funded  debt  

Other  unadjusted  debits    $62,243.62 

Total  Unadjusted  Debits   $52,243.62 

Total    $6,730,580,73 

lAahUiiiee, 

Capital   Stock,   Common    $3,000,000.00 

Long  Term  Debt: 

Funded  debt  unmatured 
Mortgage  bonds 

First   mortgage   20-yr.    5%    sinking   fund 
gold  bonds  issued  Oct.  2,  1911 $2,500,000.00      * 

Total 32,500,000.00 

Total  long  term  debt $2,500,000.00 

Current  Liabilities: 
Loans  r.nd  bills  payable 

Traffic  and  car  service  balances  payable  54,769.19 

Audited  accounts  and  wages  payable  ....  07,880.04 

Miscellaneous  accounts  payable  

Interest  matured   unpaid    '  1,600.00 

Unmatured  interest  accrued  31,250.00 

Other  current  liahilites   5,925.59 

Total  current  liabilities   $    161,438J2 

Deferred  Liabilities: 

Total  deferred  liabilities  

Unadjusted  Credits: 

Tax   liability    $       6,731.37 

Insurance  and  casualty  reserves   1,361.65 

Accrued  depreciation — road    

Accrued  depreciation— equipment    261,036.12 

Other  unadjusted  credits 149,281.65 

Total  unadjusted  credits    $   417,410.79 

Corporate  Surplus: 
Additions  to  property  through  income  and 
surplus 
Profit  and  loss — ^balance 651,736.12 

Total  corporate  surplus   651,736.12 

Total     $6,730,580.73 

The  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  was  organized 
under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  Missouri  in  May,  1888,  with  an 
authorized  capital  stock  of  $300,000,  which  was  given  in  ex- 
change for  property  acquired  from  the  St.  Joseph  Lead  Company. 
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The  book  value  of  the  road  and  equipment  at  the  date  of  transfer 
jimounted  to  $688,946.92,  and  was  recorded  on  the.  company's 
books  in  October,  1891,  at  which  time  there  was  debited  to  road, 
?662,560.87;  to  equipment,  $26,386.05,  and  credited  to  capital 
stock,  $300,000,  to  the  St.  Joseph  Lead  Company,  $388,946.92. 
A  complete  verification  of  the  cost  of  road  and  equipment  ac- 
quired at  that  time  could  not  be  made  from  the  records  on  file 
^^ith  the  company. 

During  the  period  of  March,  1890,  to  October,  1893,  all  op- 
erating transactions  of  the  railway  company  were  recorded  in 
the  personal  account  of  the  St.  Joseph  Lead  Company.  During 
the  year  1893  the  roadbed  was  changed  from  a  narrow  to  a  stand- 
ard gage;  and  owing  to  the  fact  that  certain  equipment  was 
reconstructed,  and  not  knowing  the  original  cost  of  roadway  and 
equipment  items  abandoned  and  sold,  the  accountants  were  un- 
able to  state  whether  or  not  proper  credits  were  made  to  road  and 
equipment  accounts.  During  certain  periods  of  the  company's 
history,  capital  expenditures  were  charged  to  operating  expenses, 
and  subsequently  were  transferred  to  road  and  equipment  ac- 
counts. The  total  property  investment  as  shown  upon  the  books 
of  the  company,  and  on  which  no  adjustments  were  made  by  the 
Commission's  accountants,  amounted  to  $3,597,108.77,  as  of 
date  of  August  31,  1914.  This  was  divided  as  follows:  Road, 
$2,420,590.09;  equipment,  $1,176,518.68. 

A  table  herein  inserted  and  marked  table  3  shows  the  road 
account,  amounting  to  $2,420,590.09,  classified  as  between  ac- 
counts and  separated  as  between  road  purchased  from  the  St. 
Joseph  Lead  .Company,  Doe  Run  Lead  Company,  and  the  net 
additions  made  since  the  original  purchase: 
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Of  the  $2,420,590.09  there  was  unverified  by  the  Commission's 
accountants  the  sum  of  $418,524.31,  made  up  as  follows: 

Amounts  charged  to  mftintenaiice  and  later  transferred  to  road 
account,  representing  cost  of  widening  the  gage $380,038.76 

Cost  of  sidings  and  yard  extension  at  Riverside,  charged  to 
maintenance  and  later  transferred  to  road  account 25,916.67 

Sundry  small  items   12,668.89 

Of  the  amount  charged  to  equipment,  $1,176,518.68,  there  was 
unverified  $108,727.73.  This  consists  of  journal  entries  dated 
April,  1903,  and  April,  1904,  amounting,  respectively,  to  $79,- 
904.37  and  $28,823.36,  purporting  to  be  an  adjustment  of  equip- 
ment account  to  agree  with  actual  inventory  taken  May  1,  1903. 
This  inventory  was  not  on  file  in  the  company's  oflSee,  and  the 
charges  emanating  therefrom  could  not  be  verified.  The  com- 
pany, however,  presented  a  statement  in  which  the  item  was  ex- 
plained as  follows : 

Cost  of  equipment  charged  to  operating  expenses  August  1, 
1896,  to  April  30,  1903,  which  should  have  been  charged 
to  e^pment  account   $861,955.39 

Lees: 
Equipment  sold,  retired  and  sundry  credits  ....     $  63,482.43 
D^reciation  on  equipment 189,746.28      253,227.66 

$108,727.73 


Equipment  account  as  of  August  81,  1914,  is  set  out  in  detail 
in  table  No.  4,  as  follows : 
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TABLE  NO.  4. 
Equipment  Account — ^August  31,  1914. 


Locomotiye-Steam . . 

Passenger  Train 
Cars: 

Baggage  and  ex- 
press   

Baggage  and  mail 

Chair    

Combination  pas- 
senger and  bag- 
gage     

Officers  

Unclassified 

Freight  Train  Cars: 

Box  

Caboose    

Coal    .'. 

Dump  

Flat    

Gondola   

Gondola  hopper    . 

Ore   

Unclasi^ed 

Unclassified  Equip- 
ment   


Purchased 

from 
St.  Joseph 
Lead  Com- 
pany. 


$15,690.71 


651.60 


9,601.83 


19,956.42 


3,089.97 


Net   Additions   to 
August  81,  1914. 


Unverified. 


Verified. 


$28,823.36 


$103,984.82 


$48,890.53 


79,904.371 


758.50 

4,319.50 

32,648.42 


1,125  00 

24,503.37 

73.72 


64,901.88 
6,400.85 

189.84 

651,462.29 

759.S6 

13,500.001 

13,232.71 

8,018.18 

6,542.30 


369.08 


$108,727,731   $1,018,900.42 


Total. 


$209,675.53 


1  310.10 

4,319.50 

32,648.42 


1,125.00 

24,503.37 

9,675.55 


64,901.88 

6,409.85 

1S9,R^ 

680,285.65 

759.S6 

13,500.00 

13,232.71 

8,018.18 

26,498.72 


83,363.42 


$1,176,518.68 


The  company  owned  and  operated  at  August  31,  1914,  main 
and  branch  lines,  all  of  which  are  located  in  the  state  of  Missouri, 
as  follows : 


m 
m 


Kiverside  to  Doe  Run,  Mo.  (main  line)   46.46 

Hoffman  branch 6.80 

Oumbo  branch   4.44  m 

Crawley  branch   8.00 

Turpin  branch   3.20 

Other  spurs    6.92 

Yard  tracks  and  sidings 23.13 


m 
m 
m 

m 


les 
les 
lea 
lea 
les 
les 
les 

les 


Total  mileage  93.95  m 

The  main  line  and  the  Hoffman  branch  are  used  for  the  trans- 
portation of  both  passengers  and  freight.  The  other  branches 
and  spurs  are  used  solely  in  the  freight  service.  There  was 
outstanding,  as  at  August  31,  1914  capital  stock  in  the  sum  of 
$3,000,000,  which,  with  the  exception  of  the  necessary  qualifying 
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shares  of  the  officers,  was  held  by  the  St.  Joseph  Lead  Company. 
There  was  issued  funded  debt  amounting  to  $2,724,300.85,  of 
which  $2,300,000  represents  first  mortgage  sinking  fund  twenty- 
year  5  per  cent  gold  bijpds,  due  October  2, 1981,  which  was  placed 
upon  all  property,  franchises,  and  equipment,  with  the  exception 
of  certain  equipment  covered  by  equipment  collateral  bonds. 
This  mortgage  was  authorized  at  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders 
and  directors  under  date  of  September  26,  1911,  for  the  purpose 
cf  improvements  and  bettermentsi  At  the  same  meeting  the 
directors  agreed  to  loan  the  entire  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the 
said  mortgage  bonds,  to  the  St.  Joseph  Lead  Company  in  ex- 
change for  their  note  dated  October  2,  1911,  due  October  2, 
1931,  for  $2,500,000,  which  note  is  deposited  with  the  St.  Louis 
Union  Trust  Company  as  additional  security  for  the  bonds. 
There  is  outstanding  of  this  $2,500,000,  $2,421,000,  and  the 
balance,  or  $79,000,  is  in  the  sinking  fund.  The  funded  debt 
also  includes  $200,000  in  the  form  of  equipment  5  per  cent  gold 
notes,  $50,000  of  which  is  payable  January  1st  and  July  1st  of 
each  year. 

There  were  also  equipment  notes  issued  June  26, 1909,  includ- 
ing interest  $2,300,  payable  monthly,  the  total  liability  amount- 
ing to  $24,300.35.  The  accountant's  report  included  a  com- 
parative income  account  for  the  years  ended  April  30,  1913,  and 
August  31,  1914.  The  former  representing  the  period  adopted 
by  the  company  as  their  fiscal  year,  and  which  was  wholly  under 
the  rates  in  effect  prior  to  rate  reduction  by  the  legislature.  The 
latter  year  covered  the  latest  available  year  at  the  time  of  the  sup- 
plemental audit  The  records  of  the  company  were  kept  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  accounting  classifications  prescribed  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  which  did  not  at  that  time 
Tc^iiire  a  division  between  passenger  and  freight,  either  in  plant 
or  operating  expense  accounts. 

[1]  In  order  to  bring  the  original  cost  of  the  propertiee  of  the 
road  as  a  whole  up  to  the  latest  date  for  which  any  records  are 
available,  without  having  recourse  to  a  supplementary  audit,  we 
can  take  the  annual  reports  of  the  railroad,  certified  to  by  the 
president  and  auditor,  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  showing 
net  additions  in  detail,  and  assume  that  as  there  were  no  adjust- 
ments made  by  th6  Commission's  accountants  in  the  construction 
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and  equipment  figures  from  1891  to  August  31,  1914,  a  period 
of  about  twenty-four  years,  and  covering  an  amount  of  almost 
$3,600,000,  that  there  is  little  likelihood  of  error  in  the  short 
space  of  two  years  and  four  months,  involving  but  some  $22,000 
in  net  additions. 

Construction  and  equipment  at  August  31,  1914,  as  per  Com- 
mission accountants'  report $3,597,108.77 

Add: 

Net  additions  July  1,  1914,  to  June  30,  1916,  from  company's 
annual  report $6,079.99 

Less  additions  July  1,  1914,  to  August  31,  1914, 
included  in  Commission  accountants'  report  . . .         10.40 

6,069.59 

Net  additions  July  1,  1915,  to  June  30,  1910,  from  com- 
pany's annual  report 16fi94'St 

Net  additions  July  1, 1916,  to  December  31,  1916  (diflference 
between  annual  report  figures  as  at  June  30,  1916,  and 
company's  exhibit  A-1,  as  of  December  31,  1916)    32,430.01 

Apparent  original  cost  to  December  81,  1916 $3,619,023.15 

Estimates  of  the  Cost  of  Reproduction: 

Estimates  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  applicant's  prop- 
erty were  made  on  behalf  of  the  company  by  Engineer  Kendrick, 
and  on  behalf  of  the  Commission  by  W.  W.  K.  Sparrow  and  Paul 
Bayliss.  These  estimates  will  be  referred  to  as  the  Kendrick 
lippraisal  and  the  Commission's  engineers'  appraisal.  Sub- 
stantial assistance  was  rendered  to  the  Commission's  engineers 
bv  the  field  and  office  forces  of  the  division  of  valuation,  Inter- 
state  Commerce  Commission,  western  district.  Mr.  Charles  H. 
Fake,  chief  engineer,  and  Mr.  T.  TJ.  Young,  superintendent  of 
the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Company,  also 
appraised  parts  of  the  company's  property,  but  this  appraisal 
is  not  in  shape  for  comparison  with  the  Kendrick  and  the  Com- 
mission's engineers'  appraisals. 

The  Kendrick  appraisal  bears  the  date  1913.  The  final  sum- 
mary of  this  appraisal  shows  the  following  totals : 

Cost  of  reproduction  new $6,886,064 

Appredation    88,023 

Depreciation i 632,338 

Present  value 5,341,749 

Note.---^iyi)oi7e  flgwta  include  $683,62^  to  cover  discount,  evidently  bond 
discount. 

[2]  Thiii  Coouiiiasion  has  repeatedly  held  that  bond  discount 
is  an  item  not  properly  chargeable  to  capital  aoooont;  for  ex- 
ample, Joplin  V.  Home  Telaph.  Co»  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C,  L  o.  72 ;  Re 
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City  Water  Co.  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C,  1-  c.  149.  Deducting  $583,525, 
we  arrive  at  the  following  aa  a  basis  for  comparison  with  the 
Commission's  engineers'  appraisal: 

Cost  of  reproduction  new $5,390,562 

Present  value 4,758,224 

The  Commission's  engineers'  appraisal  is  as  of  July  1,  1915. 
The  final  summary  of  this  appraisal  shows  the  following : 

Cost  of  reproduction  new $4,758,385 

Cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation 4,055,416 

[3]  To  make  a  rigid  comparison  of  the  Kendrick  appraisal 
with  the  Commission's  engineers'  appraisal,  it  would  be  necessary 
to  add  to  the  Kendrick  appraisal  the  net  additions  and  better- 
ments for  1914  and  the  first  six  months  of  1915.  This  informa- 
tion is  not  available.  Excluding  it,  we  are  able  to  state  that  the 
principal  differences  appear  in  the  items  of  engineering,  right 
of  way,  and  equipment.  Engineering  in  the  Kendrick  appraisal 
is  estimated  on  a  percentage  basis.  Engineering  was  estimated 
by  the  Commission's  engineers  after  a  study  of  each  portion  of 
the  property  estimating  the  size  of  the  party,  time  it  woiild  take 
to  complete  the  engineering  work,  and  cost  of  same.  This  esti- 
mate is  probably  more  nearly  correct  than  the  Kendrick  estimate. 

[4,  5]  With  reference  to  the  appraisal  of  land,  the  company 
submitted  the  following:  *'The  values  given  in  this  report  are 
railway  values ;  that  is,  values  which  a  railway  would  have  to  pay* 
to  acquire  such  property  for  railway  purposes  under  the  condi- 
tions existing  at  the  date  of  valuation.  In  arriving  at  these 
values,  we  have  determined,  first,  the  value  of  contiguous  prop- 
erty, designating  it  as  'basic  value;'  second,  applied  a  certain 
factor  to  the  T)asic  value.'  These  factors  differ  on  different  rail- 
roads and  in  different  localities.  The  values  used  in  the  United 
States  have  varied  in  different  states  and  by  different  authorities 
from  two  and  one-half  to  four  times  the  basic  value,  and  even 
higher,  through  farming  lands  and  smaller  towns,  villages  and 
cities;  and  from  25  to  75  per  cent  above  the  basic  value,  and 
higher  in  large  cities.  The  weight  of  authority  seems  to  support 
the  use  of  the  factors  through  farming  communities,  and  a  factor 
of  25  to  100  per  cent  in  large  cities  and  villages. 

In  other  words,  the  company  has  applied  a  right  of  way  multi- 
ple to  the  market  value  of  contiguous  lands  to  obtain  what  it  calls 
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the  railway  value  of  land.  This  method  of  appraising  land  is 
directly  opposed  to  the  findings  of  Justice  Hughes  in  the  Minne- 
sota Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S.  455,  57  L.  ed. 
1564,  48  L.E.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas. 
1916A,  18. 

"The  increase  sought  for  'railway  value'  in  these  cases  is  an 
increment  over  all  outlays  of  the  carrier  and  over  the  values  of 
similar  land  in  the  vicinity.  It  is  an  increment  which  cannot  be 
referred  to  any  known  criterion,  but  must  rest  on  a  mere  expres- 
sion of  judgment  which  finds  no  proper  test  or  standard  in  the 
transactions  of  the  business  world.  It  is  an  increment  which 
in  the  last  analysis  must  rest  on  an  estimate  of  the  value  of  the 
railroad  use  as  compared  with  other  business  uses ;  it  involves  an 
appreciation  of  the  returns  from  rates  (when  rates  themselves  are 
in  dispute)  and  a  sweeping  generalization  embracing  substantially 
all  the  activities  of  the  community.  For  an  allowance  of  this 
character  there  is  no  warrant. 

"Assuming  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  a  reasonable  share 
in  the  general  prosperity  of  the  communities  which  it  serves,  and 
thus  to  attribute  to  its  property  an  increase  in  value,  still  the  in* 
crease  so  allowed,  apart  from  any  improvements  it  may  make, 
cannot  properly  extend  beyond  the  fair  average  of  the  normal 
market  value  of  land  in  the  vicinity  having  a  similar  character. 
Otherwise  we  enter  the  realm  of  mere  conjectura  We  therefore 
hold  that  it  was  error  to  base  the  estimates  of  value  of  the  right 
of  way,  yards,  and  terminals  upon  the  so-called  'railway  value' 
of  the  property.  The  company  would  certainly  have  no  ground 
of  complaint  if  it  were  allowed  a  value  for  these  lands  equal  to  the 
fair  average  market  value  of  similar  land  in  the  vicinity,  without 
additions  by  the  use  of  multipliers,  or  otherwise,  to  cover  hypo- 
thetical outlays.  The  allowances  made  below  for  a  conjectural 
cost  of  acquisition  and  consequential  damages  must  be  disap- 
proved ;  and,  in  this  view,  we  also  think  it  was  error  to  add  to  the 
amount  taken  as  the  present  value  of  the  lands  the  further  sums, 
calculated  on  that  value,  which  were  embraced  in  the  items  of 
'engineering,  superintendence,  legal  expenses,'  ^contingencies,' 
and  'interest  during  construction.'  " 

The  Commission's  engineers'  estimate  of  the  fair  present  value 
of  right  of  way  was  baaed  upon  this  Commission's  finding  In  Be 
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Missouri  Southern  E.  Co.  3  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  1,  which  is  as  follows : 
*'Iii  our  opinion,  in  determining  the  fair  present  value  of  tlie 
right  of  way,  the  company  is  entitled  to  the  same  value  per  acre* 
as  the  present  market  value  of  contiguous  lands  plus  the  added 
cost  of  acquisition,  as  shown  hy  the  evidence." 

The  Commission  therefore  adopts  $283,881  as  the  fair  present 
value  of  land,  as  shown  in  the  appraisal  submitted  by  its  en- 
gineers. 

[6]  The  cost  of  reproducing  the  equipment  as  shown  in  the 
Commission's  engineers'  appraisal  is  based  upon  information  re- 
ceived from  manufacturers,  and  from  the  valuation  departments 
of  the  St  Louis-San  Francisco  Railway  Company  and  the  !Mis- 
souri  Pacific  Railroad  Company,  together  with  such  records  of 
applicant  railroad  as  were  available.  Hence,  it  appears  that 
$1,439,344  to  cover  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  equipment, 
and  $1,019,786  to  cover  its  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreci- 
ation, are  fair  and  reasonable. 

At  the  hearing  held  on  March  28, 1916,  the  following  language 
wa3  used  by  Mr.  E.  A.  Rozier,  attorney  for  the  railroad,  as  ap- 
pears from  page  52  of  the  transcript  of  the  proceedings  of  that 
hearing : 

"Mr.  Rozier:  I  will  say  to  the  Commission  that  the  variations 
that  appear  here  are  such  perhaps  as  could  very  readily  appear 
between  two  honest  engineers.  I  thinJc  we  have  pointed  out  very 
largely  the  others,  and  with  the  exception  of  the  right  of  way 
I  am  very  little  disposed  to  question  Mr.  Sparrow's  figures. 
.  •  .  I  feel  frank  in  saying  to  the  Commission  that  we  have 
very  little  criticism  excepting,  I  think,  on  the  matter  of  right  of 
way  values,  which  becomes  after  all  purely  a  question  of  law." 

Thus  it  appears  that,  while  the  appraisal  of  the  Commission's 
engineers  is  considerably  lower  than  that  of  the  engineers  for  the 
railroad,  after  all  figures  had  been  thoroughly  discussed,  the  rail- 
road was  constrained  to  admit  the  approximate  correctness  of  the 
valuation  found  by  the  Commission's  engineers,  except  as  to  the 
matter  of  difference  on  ri^t  of  way  or  land  values  hereinbefore 
discussed. 

[7,  8]  Notwithstanding  Mr.  Rozier's  indorsement  of  the 
Sparrow  appraisal,  there  is  one  item  found  therein  subject  to  se- 
rious criticism.    In  his  appraisal,  Mr.  Sparrow  finds  the  repro- 
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duction  new  coet  of  the  grading  of  the  railroad's  entire  property 
to  be  the  sum  of  $1,063,273,  and  finds  that  such  grading  had  ap- ' 
preciated  in  value  until,  at  the  date  of  his  appraisal,  same  was  of 
the  value  of  $1,151,825.  In  other  words,  he  found  an  appreciat- 
ed value  in  that  item  of  $88,552.  The  Commission  cannot  allow 
such  appreciation,  and  same  must  be  deducted  from  Sparrow's 
reproduction  new  less  depreciation  figures  for  the  railroad  value. 

In  Re  Missouri  Southern  R.  Co.  3  Mo.  P.  S.  C,  1.  c.  32,  the 
following  language  was  used  by  this  Commission :  "So,  on  tiie 
whole,  we  believe  the  grading  can  be  reproduced  within  the 
amount  estimated  by  Sparrow,  and  we  approve  his  appreciation 
on  grading  due  to  adaptation  and  solidification  of  the  roadbed,  as 
in  fact  such  appreciation  has  occurred,  and  the  corresponding  cost 
probably  appears  in  book  accounts  of  tracklaying  and  surfacing 
and  ballasting." 

Adaptation  and  solidification,  if  due  to  time  and  the  action 
of  the  elements  or  the  result  of  expenditures  properly  chargeable 
to  maintenance,  cannot  reasonably  result  in  a  finding  of  appreci- 
ated value  in  the  item  of  grading  of  roadbed.  If  the  language 
of  the  Commission  in  the  Missouri  Southern  case  is  susceptible 
of  that  meaning,  that  view  cannot  longer  be  adhered  to.  The 
statement,  "the  corresponding  cost  probably  appears  in  book  ac- 
counts of  tracklaying  and  surfacing  and  ballaatiiig/'  apparently 
indicates  that  the  Commission  only  allowed  such  appreciation 
where  the  expense  thereof  was  properly  chargeable  to  capital  a^ 
count. 

Whitten  in  his  "Valuation  of  Public  Service  Corporations,'' 
§  373,  quotes  from  Carl  C.  Witt,  engineer  to  the  South  Dakota 
Railroad  Conmiissioners,  as  follows:  "Nothing  is  allowed  for 
the  item  known  as  ^adaptation  and  solidification  of  roadbed'  ex- 
cept as  reflected  in  the  condition  of  the  roadbed  and  ballast  at  the 
time  of  making  the  inspection.  This  item  has  been  given  con- 
siderable prominence  recently  in  values  plaeed  by  railway  com- 
panies and  others  engaged  in  making  railway  appraisals,  and  is 
added  because  of  the  work  done  in  repairing  the  damage  to  track 
in  line  and  surface  due  to  settlement  of  embankments,  the  cost  of 
clearing  out  ditches  and  cuts,  etc.,  etc.  While  there  is  no  ques- 
tion that  such  expense  is  necessary,  it  is  an  item  properly  charge- 
able to  maiBtaianoe,  and  is  so  chax^ged  by  the  operating  railway 
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companies  and  paid  for  out  of  the  revenues  the  same  as  renewing 
worn-out  ties,  and  should  not  constitute  an  item  of  physical  valua- 
tion. The  fact  that  this  work  is  necessary  proves  that  there  has 
been  depreciation  in  the  physical  condition  of  the  track,  due  to  the 
action  of  the  elements  and  the  pounding  of  the  trains,  and  this 
depreciation  has  to  be  met  until  the  embankment  becomes  solid. 
The  very  most  that  could  be  allowed  would  be  that  the  roadbed  is 
maintained  at  100  per  cent." 

The  Minnesota  Railroad  and  Warehouse  Commission  in  De- 
cember, 1908,  refused  to  allow  appreciation  due  to  adaptation  and 
solidification  of  roadbed,  on  the  theory  that  this  item  of  cost  was 
paid  for  from  operating  expenses,  and  was  not  a  proper  item  in 
the  reproduction  cost  of  constructed  lines.  See  Whitten  on  Valu- 
ation of  Public  Service  Corporations,  §  370. 

Judge  Prouty,  head  of  the  division  of  valuation,  under  the  In- 
terstate Commerce  Commission,  has  expressly  disallowed  this 
item  of  appreciation  of  roadbed  in  the  valuation  of  New  Orleans, 
Texas,  &  Mexico  Railroad  Company;  the  Texas  Midland  Rail- 
road Company ;  Atlanta,  Birmingham,  &  Atlantic  Railroad  Com- 
pany; Winston,  Salem,  &  Southbound  Railway  Company;  and 
Kansas  City  Southern  Railway  Company. 

Honorable  Clyde  B.  Aitchison,  now  a  member  of  the  Interstate 
Commeroe  Commission,  was  formerly  counsel  for  the  valuation 
committee,  National  Association  of  Railway  Commissioners ;  and 
as  such  counsel  prepared  and  filed  a  brief  and  argument  in  the 
valuation  of  the  Texas  Midland  Railroad,  and  discusses  at  some 
length  and  with  great  ability  the  omission  from  the  tentative 
valuation  of  the  item  of  appreciation  in  value  due  to  adaptation 
and  solidification  of  roadbed,  and  shows  plainly  that  such  allow- 
ance should  not  be  made.  The  gist  of  his  argument  is  contained 
in  the  following  excerpt  from  his  brief :  "What  is  termed  appre- 
ciation in  roadbed  is  really  but  the  overcoming  of  current  depre- 
ciation. The  tentative  report  does  not  depreciate  roadbed.  It  is 
shown  by  the  record  that,  but  for  the  expenditure  of  money  in 
maintenance,  the  action  of  the  elements  and  the  operation  of 
trains  would  rapidly  bring  about  a  depreciated  condition  of  the 
roadbed,  including  embankments,  cuts,  ditches,  etc.  Mainte- 
nance charges  have  the  effect  of  overcoming  this  depreciation." 
The  following  from  Ann  Arbor  R.   Co.  ▼•   Fellows,   P.U.R. 
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1917B,  623,  236  Fed.,  L  c-  393,  is  to  the  same  eflFect:  "Counsel 
for  plaintifiF  also  insist,  and  the  evidence  indicates,  that  the  road- 
bed of  a  railroad  appreciates  in  value,  at  least  during  the  first 
few  years  after  construction.  The  grade  becomes  more  compact 
and  solid  with  age  and  use,  and  the  slopes  of  the  grade  and  the 
ditches  become  covered  with  vegetation,  which  tends  to  prevent 
( rosion.  However,  no  allowance  is  made  for  such  appreciation, 
m  any  of  the  plaintiff's  schedules  or  computations,  and  there  is 
no  evidence  from  which  the  value  of  such  appreciation  can  be 
determined  with  any  d^ree  of  certainty.  It  is  true  that  one 
witness  testified  that  a  larger  number  of  section  men  are  requii'ed 
to  keep  in  condition  a  new  railroad  than  an  old  (me.  This 
may  be  owing  to  the  fact  that  a  new  railroad  is  seldom  in  a  nor- 
mally perfect  condition  of  completion  at  the  beginning  of  its 
operation.  At  any  rate,  this  testimony  does  not  furnish  a  sound 
basis  for  the  allowance  of  additional  values." 

While  we  have  no  doubt  adaptation  and  solidification  of  road- 
bed add  value  to  the  railroad  as  a  whole,  such  appreciated  value 
due  to  time  and  the  elements  and  expenditures  properly  charge- 
able to  maintenance  cannot  be  regarded  as  an  elanent  of  value 
for  rate-making  purposes.  This  record  is  entirely  barren  of  proof 
of  expenditures  on  roadbed  for  adaptation  and  solidification  sub- 
sequent to  construction  that  can  properly  be  charged  to  capital 
account.  In  the  absence  of  such  proof,  expenditures  on  roadbed 
after  construction  should  be  chai-ged  to  maintenance,  and  not 
added  to  capital  or  physical  value  for  rate-making  purposes. 

Engineer  Sparrow  did  not  base  his  increased  value  on  any  evi- 
dence of  capital  expenditures  incurred  for  adaptation  and  solidi- 
fication of  roadbed,  as  appears  from  his  testimony  found  on  page 
34  of  the  transcript  of  the  proceedings  held  March  28,  1916,  as 
follows : 

A.  Well,  there  are  two  questions  in  connection  with  the  grad- 
ing  that  I  would  like  to  explain.  The  first  is,  the  question  of 
shrinkage.  We  didn't  make  any  direct  addition  to  cover  the 
shrinkage  in  the  embankments.  We  took  the  actual  measure- 
ments as  made  in  the  field,  and  we  considered  in  making  allow- 
ance for  appreciation,  we  simply  applied  a  blanket  allowance  to 
cover  whatever  shrinkage  and  depreciation  there  might  be.    Now 
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the  qnesticHi  of  shrinkage,  it  is  very  difficult  to  determine  what 
the  shrinkage  is.  There  is  little  or  no  information  to  be  found 
upon  it.  A  rough,  average  approximation  which  engineers  have 
used  in  the  past  is  that  eai*th  will  usually  shrink  about  10  per 
cent,  and  that  solid  rock  will  usually  swell  about  40  per  cent. 
Now  the  amount  of  the  earth  in  the  embankments  amounts  to  43 
per  cent  of  the  total  quantities,  the  amount  of  chat  amounts  to  41 
per  cent  of  the  total ;  loose  rock  3  per  cent  and  solid  rock,  13  per 
<!ent.  M'ow  if  you  made  the  assumption  that  the  earth  shrank 
10  per  cent  and  solid  rock  was  to  swell  45  per  cent,  that  the  loose 
jTOck  would  keep  practically  the  same  volume  in  the  embankment 
us  it  did  before,  and  the  chats  would  do  the  same,  the  swell  in  the 
rock  would  more  than  offset  the  shrinkage  in  the  earth. 

Com.  Shaw :  That  would  be  assuming  that  the  rock  was  filled 
by  itself  ? 

A.  As  I  say,  it  would  be  reasonable  to  say  that  some  of  the 
voids  in  the  rock  would  be  filled  by  the  earth,  but  how  much  yoxi 
couldn't  tell  unless  you  knew  exactly  how  the  material  had  been 
deposited,  so  I  made  no  direct  allowance  for  shrinkage,  as  far  as 
the  appreciation  of  the  roadbed  was  concerned.  That  was  taken 
up  in  detail  in  the  Missouri  Southern  case,  and  I  believe  the  al- 
lowance I  made  was  approved  by  the  Commission,  and  I  applied 
just  the  same  principles  in  appreciating  the  roadbed  in  this  ap< 
praisal  as  I  did  in  the  Missouri  Southern  appreciation,  and  I 
allowed  10  per  cent  on  all  grading  quantities  to  cover  the  appreci- 
ation and  shrinkage. 

Q.  You  allowed  that  on  the  quantities  or  on  the  priciss} 

A.  On  the  prices. 

Q.  You  just  took  the  figures  of  the  embankment  as  you  found 
them? 

Q.  And  cut  as  you  found  them  ? 
A.  Yes. 

Q.  And  from  this  total  quantity,  and  to  this  total  quantity 
of  grading  and  its  cost  applied  to  it,  you  added  10  per  cent } 
A.  Ten  per  cent. 
.Q.  For  appreciation? 
A.  Yes,  sir. 
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Q.  Is  it  year  idea  that  this  grading  is  more  valuitble  than  at 
the  time  it  was  done  ? 

A.  My  opinion  is  very  strong  that  it  is.  To  my  mind  there 
isn't  any  question  at  all  but  that  the  older  roadbed  has  an  element 
of  value  which  a  new  roadbed  hasn't.  The  matter  of  how  it  if 
obtained,  whether  it  is  by  operating  expenses  or  the  action  of  the 
elements  is  open  to  discussion,  but  the  value  is  there  in  my  opin- 
ion, there  is  not  any  doubt  about  it,  and  I  don't  believe  any  doubt 
about  it  in  hardly  any  engineer's  mind.  Some  disagree  as  to 
whether  it  ought  to  be  included  or  not,  but  I  have  never  heard 
any  competent  railroad  engineer  deny  that  the  value  was  thera 

Q.  That  is,  the  value  has  increased  just  as  in  some  other  parts 
of  the  railroad  the  value  has  decreased  ? 

A.  Exactly. 

Q.  And  that  10  per  cent  is  not  added  on  account  of  shrinkage 
or  anything  of  that  kind,  but  simply  added  on  account  of  the  fact 
that  you  think  it  is  worth  that  much  more  than  if  it  was  new! 

A.  That  is  what  I  think.  I  have  no  way  of  telling  how  much 
more  it  is  worth,  and  I  think  that  is  a  conservative  figure. 

The  Commission  has  therefore  disallowed  Mr.  Sparrow's  al- 
lowance for  such  appreciation,  feeling  that  there  is  no  testimony 
in  the  record  to  support  the  allowance. 

Now,  since  the  date  of  the  Kendrick  appraisal,  the  net  addi* 
tion  to  capital  to  January  1,  1917,  was  approximately  $21,925. 
Adding  $21,925  to  and  deducting  $583,625  from  the  Kendrick 
appraisal,  we  have  $5,412,487,  cost  of  reproduction  new,  and 
$4,780,149,  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depareciation  as  of  Janu- 
ary 1,  1917. 

Since  the  date  of  the  Commission's  engineers'  appraisal  the 
net  addition  to  capital  to  January  1,  1917,  was  approximately 
$15,845.  Adding  $15,845  to  the  Commission's  engineers'  ap- 
praisal, and  subtracting  from  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  less 
depreciation  the  sum  of  $88,552  found  by  Sparrow  as  appreciated 
value  of  roadbed,  we  have  cost  of  reproduction  new  $4,774,280, 
and  cost  of  reproduction  new  less  depreciation  $8,982,709,  as  of 
January  1,  1917. 

The  general  balance  sheet  as  of  January  1,  1917,  submitted  .by 
the  company,  shows  investment  in  road  and  equipment  $3,619,- 

P.U.R.1918C. 


BE  MISSISSIPPI  RIVER  &  B.  T.  R.  CO.  343 

023.16,  and  an  excess  of  current  assets  over  current  liabilities 
of  $238,380.36,  making  a  total  of  $3,857,353.51.  These  figures 
as  of  January  1,  1917,  are  sununarized  as  follows: 

Coflt  of  Reproduction  Xew: 

Kendrick   apj>raisal    $5,412,487 

Commission's   engineers'   appraisal    4,774,230 

Cost  of  Reproduction  Less  Depreciation: 

Kendrick  appraisal    4,780,149 

Commission's  engineers'  appraisal   8,982,700 

Company's  general  balanee  sheet,  investment  in  road  and  equip- 
ment plus  excess  of  current  assets  over  current  liabilities  $3,857,353.21 

Upon  a  full  and  careful  consideration  of  all  the  evidence  in  this 
case,  we  find  that,  for  the  purpose  of  determining  reasonable  and 
just  rates  in  this  case,  the  fair  present  value  of  the  property  and 
business  of  applicant  railroad  used  and  useful  for  the  purpose 
of  furnishing  transportation  of  persons  and  property,  considering 
such  property  as  a  going  concern  and  in  successful  operation,  and 
considering  all  elements  of  value,  tangible  and  intangible,  as  of 
date  January  1,  1917,  is  the  sum  of  $4,400,000. 

Apportionment   of  Property   between  Passenger   Service   and 

Freight  Service: 

[9,  10]  The  decisions  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court  in 
Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  North  Dakota,  236  U.  S.  685,  59  L.  ed. 
735,  L.RA.1917r,  1148,  P.U.R.1915C,  277,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
429,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  1,  and  in  Norfolk  &  W.  R.  Co.  V.  Conley, 
236  U.  S.  605,  59  L.  ed.  745,  P.U.R.1915C,  293,  35  Sup.  Ct. 
Rep.  4G7,  handed  dovm  March  8,  1915,  clearly  establish  the 
principle  that  the  reasonableness  of  passenger  or  freight  rates 
shall  be  determined  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  in 
the  servica 

The  Commission's  engineers  made  a  careful  and  detailed  study 
of  the  property  in  conjunction  with  Mr.  0.  H.  Fake,  chief  en- 
gineer of  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Ten^  Railway,  and 
separated  all  jwoperty  used  exclusively  in  freight  service,  all 
property  used  exclusively  in  passenger  service,  and  all  property 
Rsed  jointly  in  freight  and  passenger  service.  The  inventory 
of  the  property  was  then  summarized  under  these  three  classi- 
iications,  and  the  property  in  joint  service  apportioned  between 
freight  and  passenger  service  on  the  basis  of  use  in  harmony  with 
the  general  principles  laid  down  by  the  United  States  Supreme 
Court  in  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases.  In  that  decision  the  cour'u 
said: 
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"The  apportionment  of  the  value  of  property,  aa  found,  h^ 
tween  interstate  and  intrastate  business,  was  made  upon  the  basis 
of  gross  revenue  derived  from  each.  This  ia  a  simple  method, 
easily  applied,  and  for  that  reason  has  been  repeatedly  used.  It 
has  not,  however,  been  approved  by  this  court  and  its  correctness 
is  now  challenged.     ..." 

"When  rates  are  in  controversy  it  would  seem  to  be  necessary 
to  find  a  basis  for  a  division  of  the  total  value  of  the  property 
independently  of  revenue,  and  this  must  be  found  in  the  use  that 
is  made  of  the  property ;  that  is,  there  should  be  assigned  to  each 
business  that  proportion  of  the  total  value  of  the  property  which 
will  correspond  to  the  extent  of  its  employment  in  that  business." 
230  U.  S.  452. 

These  instructions  are  extremely  difficult  to  execute  and  have 
created  considerable  controversy.  The  Commission's  engineers, 
after  careful  study,  have  used  the  following  bases  for  apportion- 
ing property  jointly  used  in  freight  and  passenger  service,  the 
passenger  business  being  confined  to  the  main  line  and  the  Hoff- 
man branch : 


MAIN  LINE. 


Account. 


Engineering 


Grading,  bridges,  trestles  nnd 
cnlvertB ;  ties  :  rails ;  other 
track  material ;  ballast ; 
tracklnylng  and  surfacing ; 
roadway  buildings;  roadway 
machines ;  roadway  small 
tools 

Land   for   transportation   pur 
poses  ;  tunnels  and  subways  ; 
riffht  of  way  fences;  cross- 
ings and  signs;  signals  aQd 
inteiiockers 

Station  and  office  bnUdlngt 


Water  statioiui 
Fuel  Btationa 
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Basis  of  Apportionment. 

Average  of  value  of  tUoca 
tlons,  accounts  S  to  46  in 
elusive 

Locomotive  ton  miles 

Revenue  train  mUes  > 


Detailed  eetimAte  made  sepa 
rating  such  space  In  ezcloa* 
ive  use  of  freight  or  passen- 
ger service.  Space  in  joint 
service,  apportioned  on  baslfl 
of  "revenue  train  mUe"  .... 

Cost  of  water  supplied  to  each 
class  of  service  

Cost  of  fuel  supplied  to  each 
class  of  servlce.—yotc— Only 
fuel  station  is  at  Bonne 
Terre  and  Is  common  to 
whole  system.  Apportion 
ment  between  freight  and 
passenger  is  made  for  whole 
system  and  then  further  ap- 
portioned between  main  and 
Branch  lines  as  shown  under 
fuel  stations  account  No.  19 


Per  Cent 

of  Total  to 

Freight 


TT.6% 
76.6% 


Per  Cent 
of  Total  to 


a5% 


<3% 


TO% 


fM 


C% 


8% 


m 
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MAIN  LIMB.<-(7oi»lliM«ecl. 


Accomit. 


Bhopt  and  Engine  Bauaes. 

Ensine  bouse  and  iniBcellaDe 
008  buildings  Herculaneum 

BnildlDgs  under  this  account 
located  at  Bonne  Terre  are 
common  to  whole  system. 
Tbe  apportionment  between 
freiebt  and  passenger  is 
made  for  whole  system  and 
then  further  apportioned  be- 
tween main  and  branch  lines. 

Machine  and  boiler  shop 

Engine  house 

Flue  rack  and  flue  cleaning 
sheds;  oil  houses;  sand  dry- 
ing bouse  ;  sand  trestle ;  cin- 
der pit 

Woodworking  shop 

Blacksmith's  shop ;  coal  house : 
master  mechanic's  office  ana 
Ttalt 

Paint  shop 

Storebouse ;  yard  toilet  homie ; 
bose  bouse ;  scrap  platform ; 
sewerage  and  drainage ; 
water  supply  system 

Power  Plant  BuOdingt. 


Basis  of  Apportionment. 


Cost  of  service  rendered 


Coat  of  locomotive  repairs 
Cost  of  service  rendered  .. 
Locomotive  miles  


Cost  of  repairs  to  freight  and 
passenger  cars 

Cost  of  repairs  to  all  equip- 
ment     

Used  exclusively  in  passenger 
service    

Average  of  value  of  above  al- 
locaaona  


Apportioned  on  basis  of  power 
supplied  and  amounts  allo- 
cated ta  freight  and  passen- 
ger service  of  shops  to 
which  power  is  supplied. 


Boiler  and  pump  room 

Transformer  house 

Power  distribution  system         Same    basis    as    power    plant 

buildings 
Shop  Machinery. 

Property   under    this   account, Coat  of  locomotive  repairs  .... 
located  at  Riverside,  Hercu- 
laneum,   Flat    River,    Rlver- 
mlnes,  and  Elvins 

Property  under  thla  account 
located  at  Bonne  Terre  in 
common  to  whole  system. 
Apportionment  between 

freight  and  passenger  is 
made  for  whole  system  and 
then  further  apportioned  be- 
tween main  and  branch 
lines. 

Engine  house 

Machine  shop;  boiler  shop 

Floe  cleaning  shed 

Woodworking  shop 


Blacksmith's  shop 

Master  mechanic's  office 
Paint  shop 

Miscellaneous  tools  and  equip- 
ment in  Bonne  Terre  yards 
Power  plant  machinery 


Power  iDbstatlon  apparatus 

Engineering 
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Cost  of  service  performed  .... 

Cost  of  locomotive  repairs  .... 

Locomotive  ralles  

Cost  of  repairs  to  freight  and 
passenger  cars   

Cost  of  repairs  to  all  equip- 
ment     


Used  exclusively  for  passenger 

Average  of  values  of  above  al- 
locations    

Apportioned  on  basis  of  power 
supplied  and  amounts  allo- 
cated to  freight  and  passen- 
ger service  of  shops  to  which 
power  Is  supplied  

Same    basis   as    power   plant 

machinerv  

Hoffman  Branch. 

Average    of    value    of    alloca- 
tions,  accounts   3   to   44   in 
elusive 


Per  Cent 

of  Total  of 

Freight. 


Per  Cent 
of  Total  of 
Passenger. 


M% 


86% 
90% 
70% 


90% 
88% 

•  ••• 
78.6% 


84% 


»% 

88% 


90% 

80% 

76.6% 

90% 

88% 


82.6% 

80% 
88% 

88% 


80% 


10% 
12% 

100% 
88.6% 


2?% 
12% 

12% 


^0% 

20% 

23.5% 

10% 

12% 

100% 

17.G% 


20% 
12% 

12% 
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MAIN  JAim.^^<mHmms4. 

Account. 

Basis  of  Apportlonmeot. 

Per  Cent 
of  Total  of 

Freight. 

Per  Cent 
ofTatalof 
Paflsenser. 

C lading: ;  bridges  ;  trestles  and 
culverts;   ties;    rails;    other 
track       material ;       Dallast ; 
tracklnj'ing    and    surfaclns : 
rondway      buildings ;      road- 
way     machines ;       roadway 
small  tools 

I^nd   for  transDortatlon   pur- 

Locomotlye  ton  miles  ..•••••••• 

90% 

13% 

Revenue  train  mile 

poses  ;  tunnels  and  subways ; 
right  of  way   fences;  cross- 
ings and  signs 
Water  stations 

Cost  of  water  sapplied  to  each 
class  of  sarrlce 

m 

10% 

Apportionment  of  Equipment: 

The  apportionment  of  all  equipment  between  freight  and  pas- 
senger service  has,  with  the  exception  of  work  equipment,  been 
made  in  accordance  with  the  class  and  charac'^er  of  the  equipment. 

[11]  The  locomotives  have  been  apportioned  between  main 
and  branch  lines  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton  mile,  rather 
than  the  locomotive  mile,  for  the  reason  that  the  weight  of  the 
engine  directly  reflects  its  value,  and  consequently  this  method 
gives  the  more  accurate  and  scientific  result ;  for  example,  it  is 
quite  possible  for  the  lighter  locomotives  to  be  used  on  the  branch 
lines  and  make  the  same  mileage  as  the  heavier  ones  on  the  main 
line.  In  such  a  case  a  division  of  value  on  the  basis  of  locomo- 
tive miles  would  give  incorrect  results. 

[12]  The  work  equipment  has  been  apportioned  between 
freight  and  passenger  service,  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton 
miles,  as  it  is  believed  that  the  relative  volume  of  trafiic  best  re- 
flects the  use  made  of  this  class  of  equipment.  The  percentage 
to  freight  service  is  80  per  cent  and  to  passenger  service  20  per 
cent.  The  results  thus  obtained  are  then  apportioned  between 
main  and  branch  lines  on  the  relative  percentages  that  the  loco- 
motive ton  miles  for  each  class  of  service  for  each  system  are  (d 
the  total. 

The  final  result  of  these  calculations  is  that  83  per  cent  of  the 
total  property  has  been  apportioned  to  freight  service  and  17  per 
cent  to  passenger  service.  Therefore,  taking  17  per  oent  of  the 
fair  present  value  of  the  property,  $4,400,000,  we  find  $748,000 
as  the  fair  present  value  (January  1,  1917)  of  the  property  used 
and  useful  in  the  passenger  service. 
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[13]  The  evidence  shows  that  the  amount  of  interstate  pas- 
senger traffic  on  the  Mississippi 'Biver  &  Bonne  Terre  is  so  small 
as  to  be  practically  negligible.  Hence  no  apportionment  of  prop- 
erty has  been  made  between  interstate  and  intrastate  service. 

Bevenues  and  Expenses: 

Statement  submitted  by  the  .Commission's  accountants  show- 
ing revenue  and  expense  for  the  year  ending  August  31,  1914,  is 
as  follows : 

Rail  Operations — Revenues. 

Revenaes  from  Tranjportatioii : 

Freight  revenue   $555,963.38 

Passenger  revenue  86,261.82 

Excess  baggage  rcfvenuc 584.10 

Mail  revenue    4,830.61 

'  Express  revenue 7,480.92 

Milk  revenue  (on  passenger  trains)    1,781.47 

Other  passenger  train  revenue 102.28 

Switching  revenue 29,076.45 

Special  service  train  i .  venue  361.84 

Total  transportation  revenues  $686,451.06 

Other  Operating  Income: 

Station  and  train  privileges   $     219.28 

8;;orage — ^freight    328.30 

Storage — ^baggage    02.50 

Car  service    8,172.25 

Hire  of  equipment 16,326.70 

Rent  of  buildings  and  otiier  property  333.05 

.  Miscellaneous    692.27 

Total    $26,164.36 

Total  operating  revenues  $712,616.31 

Rail  Operations — Expenses. 

Maintenance  of  way  and  structures  $  64,577.73 

Maintenance  of  equipment   87,341.76 

Traffic  expenses   8,302.55 

Transportation  expenses   205,853.02 

Creneral  expenses  30,031.5B 

Total $307,007.54 

Joint  facility  rents $  6.47 

Miscellaneous  rent    1.00 

Taxes   20J70.04 

$417,785.05 

Net  profit  on  investment $204,831.26 

Other  Income: 

Interest  income — ^bank  balances  $       254.00 

Interest  income — ^unfunded  securities 136,520.04 

Total    $136,784.03 

$431,615.29 
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Other  Deductions: 

Interest  deductions  for  funded  debt • $134,379.4(( 

Interest  deductions  for  unfunded  debt 22,805.71^ 

Amortization  of  discount  on  funded  debt 5,000.00 

Miscellaneous   deductions    132.81 

$162,318.0e 
Net  profit  for  year $269,297.23 

Statement  of  operating  revenues  and  expenses  submitted  by  the 
Mississippi  River  &  Bonne  Terre  Railway  Company  for  year 
ending  December  31,  1916,  shows  the  following: 

Transportation : 

Freight    $743,487.87 

Passenger    111,288.96 

Excess  baggage    630.23 

MaU    5,435.91 

Express    . . .  .* 12,811,2« 

Other  passenger — train    60.00 

Milk 2,153.73 

Switching    17,7  7  7 .00 

Total  transportation $893,644.95 

Incidental : 

Station  and  train  privileges $        200.76 

Storage— freight    309.27 

Storage — ^baggage  72.45 

Demurrage    13,054.00 

Rents  of  buildings  and  otiier  property  225.96 

Miscellaneous    189.32 

Total    incidental    $14,051.76 

Total  operating  revenues  907,C96.7S 

Expenses: 

Maintenance  of  way  and  structures   $  76,795.19 

Maintenance  of  equipment 182,407.16 

Traffic     7,616.35 

Transportation     246,942.48 

General    37^79.33 

Total  operating  expenses $551,140.61 

Net  operating  revenue   356,556.21 

Apportionment  of  Revenue  and  Expense  between  Freight  and 
Passenger  Service. 

The  revenue  assignable  to  passenger  service  for  year  ending 
December  31,  1916,  is  as  follows: 

Transportation : 

Passenger  $111,288.96 

ExccRs  baggage    630.23 

Mail    6,<3;y.91 

Express    12,811.26 

Other  passenger — ^train    60.00 

Milk    2,153.73 

Total  transportation  $132,380  09 
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Incidental: 

Station  and  train  priyileges $200.76 

Storage — ^baggage    72.45 

Total  incidental  $273.21 

Total  operating  revenues $132,663.30 

The  apportionment  of  operating  expenses  between  freight  and 
passenger  service  lias  been  the  subject  of  much  controversy.  The 
evidence  in  this  case,  relating  to  the  Mississippi  River  &  Bonne 
Terre,  shows  results  indicating  that  22  per  cent  to  25  per  cent  of 
the  total  operating  expense  is  chargeable  to  passenger  service. 
Any  method  of  apportionment  of  operating  expenses  between 
freight -and  passenger  service  is  more  or  less  arbitrary.  For  the 
purposes  of  this  report,  22  per  cent  of  the  total  operating  expenses 
are  assigned  to  passenger  service. 

The  expenses  for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1916,  as  sub- 
mitted by  the  company,  are : 

Maintenance  of  way  and  structures $76,795.10 

Maintenance   of   equipment    182,407.16 

Traffic 7,616.35 

Transportation   246,042.48 

General    37,370.33 

Total     ..' $551,140.51 

Taxes    25,077.33 

Joint  facility  rents 6.51 

$576,224.35 

Twenty-two  per  cent  of  $576,224.35  equal  $126,769.36,  the 
fimount  assignable  to  passenger  service.  The  total  operating 
revenues  assignable  to  passenger  service  being  $132,653.30,  and 
the  operating  expenses  $126,769.36,  the  net  operating  revenue 
from  passenger  service  amounts  to  $5,883.94.  The  fair  present 
value  of  the  property  used  and  useful  in  the  passenger  service 
liaving  been  found  to  be  $748,000,  and  the  net  revenue  being 
$5,883.94,  it  follows  that  the  company  is  earning  a  return  of 
less  than  A  of  1  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  that  portion  of  its 
property  used  in  its  passenger  business. 

Events  subsequent  to  all  of  the  hearings  in  these  cases  have 
i'ffectually  disposed  of  the  passenger  rate  case,  the  same  being 
<5a8e  No.  51,  discussed  herein.  On  November  20,  1917,  this 
Commission  entered  its  supplemental  order  in  cases  Nos.  492  to 
^05,  in  Ee  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Kailway  Co.,  et  al., 
^ng  the  maximum  fare  for  transportation  of  passengers  within 
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this  state  at  2^  cents  per  mile,  or  an  increase  of  25  per  cent  over 
the  statutory  rate  of  2  cents.  Thereafter  and  before  the  effective 
date  of  said  supplemental  order,  the  applicant  railroad  herein 
asked  leave  to  be  permitted  to  file  schedules  of  passenger  rates 
in  conformity  to  said  supplemental  order,  announcing  that  sach 
increased  rates  would  satisfy  its  application  for  increased  pas- 
senger rates  in  case  No.  51.  It  then  appearing  to  the  Commis- 
sion that  such  increase  added  to  its  passenger  earnings  for  1916, 
herein  set  out  in  detail,  would  not  enable  applicant  to  earn  more 
than  a  reasonable  return  upon  its  property  devoted  to  the  public 
use  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  the  proposed  schedules 
of  applicant  were  permitted  to  be  filed  and  allowed  to  go  into 
effect  as  M.  R.  &  B.  T.  Ey.  Go's  P.  S.  C.  Mo.  Nos.  P30,  P31 
and  P32,  thus  disposing  of  the  rate  case,  except  for  the  formal 
orders. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  these  cases  in  accordance  with  the 
report 

Bean,  0.,  having  been  of  counsel  in  these  oases,  does  not  sit 
Note. — ^Apportionment  in  steam  railroad  cases. 

7.   Values: 

a.  In  general,  860. 

b.  Revenue  bases,  851, 

c.  Mileage  hoses,  865, 
II,  Revenues,  858, 

III,  Mxpenses: 

a.  In  general,  859, 

h.  Division  beHceen  siate  and  intersiate  traffic: 

1,  In  general,  860. 

2,  Extra  cost  of  state  traffic,  802, 

8,  Division  of  particular  expenses,  859, 
e.  Division  between  freight  and  passenger  trOff9Cf  812* 

d.  Divieion  behiTeen  departmental  8'99* 

e.  JJnii,  costs,  879, 
/•  Joint  costs,  880, 

I,  Values, 
a.  In  general. 

The  references  in  the  following  note  are  to  eases  decided  pricr  to 
1915,  when  the  publication  of  P.U.R.  was  begun.    Subsequent  caaes 
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will  be  found  by  a  reference  to  P.IJ.B.  digeet  and  indexes  under  the 
Bubject  "Apportionment/* 

When  the  Yalue  of  a  railroad  company^g  property  in  the  state  in 
which  the  rate  inquiry  is  being  made  has  been  ascertained  that  part 
devoted  to  state  buainesa  must  be  ascertained. 

When  the  railroad  within  the  state  is  used  in  both  interstate  and 
local  commerce  it  is  necessary  next  to  determine  what  part  of  its 
value  should  fairly  be  ccmsidered  as  devoted  to  each  use  separately, 
because  obviously  the  company  should  not  exact  such  excessive  rates 
for  local  tra£Bc  as  will  also  produce  a  return  upon  a  value  employed 
in  a  business  over  which  the  state  has  no  control.  Missouri,  I^.  & 
T.  R.  Co.  V.  Love,  177  Fed.  493. 

Although  this  division  must  necessarily  be  somewhat  arbitrary 
it  has  been  held  that  the  division  of  property  between  interstate  and 
intrastate  business  is  not  so  speculative  and  conjectural  as  to  au- 
thorize the  court  to  reject  such  an  apportionment  for  the  purpose 
of  determining  the  amount  upon  which  the  company  is  entitled  to 
earn  a  return  in  a  rate  case.  Louisville  &  N.  S.  Go.  v.  Bailroad 
Commission,  196  Fed.  800. 

It  is  necessary,  however,  that  a  basis  of  apportionment  be  adopted 
that  appeals  to  the  court  as  proper,  before  it  will  declare  that  state 
rates  are  confiscatory. 

In  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  (1913)  230 
U.  S.  352,  466,  67  L.  ed.  1511,  1568,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Oas.  1916A,  18,  after  ascertaining  that 
improper  methods  of  valuation  and  apportionment  of  values  and 
expenses  were  adopted,  the  court  said:  ''As  neither  the  share  of  the 
expenses  properly  attributable  to  the  intrastate  business  nor  the 
value  of  the  property  employed  in  it  was  satisfactorily  shown,  and 
hence  it  did  not  appear  upon  the  facts  proved  that  a  fair  return  had 
been  denied  to  the  company,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  com- 
plainant failed  to  sustain  his  bill." 

For  method  of  determining  part  of  property  devoted  to  intrastate 
business,  see  Western  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (1912)  197 
Fed.  954. 

h.  Revenue  bases. 

In  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  (1913)  230 
U.  S.  352,  459,  57  L.  cd.  1511,  1565,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  the  gross-revenue  basis  of 
apportioning  the  value  of  the  companies'  property  as  between  state 
and  interstate  traffic  was  held  not  to  be  of  such  a  character  as  to 
justify  the  court  in  basing  upon  it  a  finding  that  the  proposed  rates 
were  confiscatory.  Justice  Hughes  said  upon  this  questlcm:  ^^In 
support  of  this  method,  it  is  said  that  a  division  of  the  value  of  the 
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property  according  to  gross  earnings  is  a  division  according  to  the 
^value  of  the  use/  and  therefore  proper.  But  it  would  seem  to  be 
clear  that  the  value  of  the  use  is  not  shown  by  gross  earnings.  The 
gross  earnings  may  be  consumed  by  expenses^  leaving  little  or  no 
profit.  If^  for  example^  the  intrastate  rates  were  so  far  reduced 
as  to  leave  no  net  profits^  and  the  only  profitable  business  was  the 
interstate  business,  it  certainly  could  not  be  said  that  the  value  of 
the  use  was  measured  by  the  gross  revenue.  It  is  not  asserted  that 
the  relation  of  expense  to  revenue  is  the  same  in  both  businesses; 
on  the  contrary,  it  is  insisted  that  it  is  widely  different.  The  master 
found  that  the  revenue  per  ton  mile  in  the  intrastate  business^  a? 
compared  with  the  revenue  per  ton  mile  in  the  interstate  business, 
was  as  1.4387  to  1.0000.  And,  on  his  assumption  as  to  the  extra 
cost  of  doing  the  intrastate  business,  he  reached  the  conclusion  that 
the  cost  per  ton  mile  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  per  ton  mile  in 
the  intrastate  business  as  compared  with  the  interstate  business,  was 
as  1.7377  to  1.0000.  It  is  contended,  according  to  the  computations, 
that  only  a  little  over  10  per  cent  of  the  entire  net  revenue  of  the 
test  year  ($5,431,514.66)  was  made  in  the  intrastate  business,  and 
that  90  per  cent  thereof  was  made  in  the  interstate  business;  but  ap- 
proximately 21  per  cent  of  the  total  value  of  the  property  was  assigned 
to  the  intrastate  business.  .  .  .  The  value  of  the  use,  as  measured 
by  return,  cannot  be  made  the  criterion  when  the  return  itself  is  in 
question.  If  the  return  as  formerly  allowed  be  taken  as  the  basis, 
then  the  validity  of  the  state's  reduction  would  have  to  be  tested 
by  the  very  rates  which  the  state  denounced  as  exorbitant.  And, 
if  the  return  as  permitted  under  the  new  rates  be  taken,  then  the 
state's  action  itself  reduces  the  amount  of  value  upon  which  the 
fairness  of  the  return  is  to  be  computed.  When  rates  are  in  con- 
troversy, it  would  seem  to  be  necessary  to  find  a  basis  for  a  division 
of  the  total  value  of  the  property  independently  of  revenue,  and 
this  must  be  found  in  the  use  that  is  made  of  the  property.  That  is, 
there  should  be  assigned  to  each  business  that  proportion  of  the 
total  value  of  the  property  which  will  correspond  to  the  extent  of  its 
employment  in  that  business.  It  is  said  that  this  is  extremely  diffi- 
cult; in  particular,  because  of  the  necessity  for  making  a  division 
between  the  passenger  and  freight  business  and  the  obvious  lack  of 
correspondence  between  ton  miles  and  passenger  miles.  It  does  not 
appear,  however,  that  these  are  the  only  units  available  for  such  f< 
division;  and  it  would  seem  that,  after  assigning  to  the  passenger 
and  freight  departments  respectively,  the  property  exclusively  usetl 
in  each,  comparable  use-units  might  be  found  which  would  afford 
the  basis  for  a  reasonable  division  with  respect  to  property  used  in 
common.  It  is  suggested  that  other  methods  of  calculation  would 
be  equally  unfavorable  to  the  state  rates,  but  this  we  cannot  assume." 
In  Missouri  Rate  Cases  (Knott  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.)  (1913) 
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230  F.  S.  474,  57  L.  ed.  1571,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  975,  the  gross- 
revenue  basis  of  apportioning  property  between  interstate  and  in- 
trastate business  was  disapproved. 

A  division  of  the  value  of  the  property  of  an  interstate  carrier 
within  a  state  according  to  gross  earnings  derived  respectively  from 
its  interstate  and  intrastate  business  in  such  ptate  does  not  give  a 
suflRcieutly  accurate  measure  of  the  value  of  the  use  of  its  property 
in  intrastate  business  to  serve  as  the  basis  for  a  judicial  holding,  in 
a  close  case,  that  the  intrastate  rates  as  fixed  by  the  state  are  con- 
fiscatory. Allen  V.  St.  Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  li.  Co.  (1913)  230  U. 
S.  553,  57  L.  ed.  1625,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  1030. 

In  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Tompkins  (1900)  176  U.  S. 
167,  176,  44  L.  ed.  417,  421,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  336,  the  court  below 
had  found  the  value  of  the  plaintiffs^  property  in  South  Dakota  to 
be  $10,000,000,  and  had  divided  it  between  the  interstate  and  in- 
trastate business,  according  to  the  gross  receipts  from  each.  Mr. 
Justice  Brewer,  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court,  after  referring 
to  the  result  reached,  said:  "Such  a  result  indicates  that  there  is 
something  wrong  in  the  process  by  which  the  conclusion  is  reached. 
That  there  was,  can  be  made  apparent  by  further  computations,  and 
in  them  we  will  take  even  numbers  as  more  easy  of  comprehension. 
Suppose  the  total  value  of  the  property  in  South  Dakota  was 
$10,000,000,  and  the  total  receipts  both  from  interstate  and  local 
business  were  $1,000,000,  one  half  from  each.  Then,  according  to 
the  method  pursued  by  the  trial  court,  the  value  of  the  property 
used  in  earning  local  receipts  would  be  $5,000,000,  and  the  per 
cent  of  receipts  to  value  would  be  10  per  cent.  The  interstate 
receipts  being  unchanged,  let  the  local  receipts  by  a  proposed  schedule 
be  reduced  to  one  fifth  of  what  they  had  been,  so  that,  instead  of 
receiving  $500,000,  the  company  only  receives  $100,000.  The  total 
receipts  for  interstote  and  local  business  being  then  $600,000,  the 
valuation  of  $10,000,000,  divided  between  the  two,  would  give  to  the 
property  engaged  in  earning  interstate  receipts  in  round  numbers 
$8,333,000,  and  to  that  engaged  in  earning  local  receipts  $1,667,000. 
But  if  $1,667,000  worth  of  property  earns  $100,000,  it  earns  6  per 
cent.  In  other  words,  although  the  actual  receipts  from  local  busi- 
ness are  only  one  fifth  of  what  they  were,  the  earning  capacity  is 
three  fifths  of  what  it  was.  And  turning  to  the  other  side  of  the 
problem,  it  appears  that  if  the  value  of  the  property  engaged  in 
interstate  business  is  to  be  taken  as  $8,333,000,  and  it  earned 
$500,000,  its  earning  capacity  was  the  same  as  that  employed  in  local 
business, — 6  per  cent.  So  that,  although  the  rates  for  interstate  busi- 
ness be  undisturbed,  the  process  by  which  the  trial  court  reached  its 
'Conclusion  discloses  the  same  reduction  in  the  earning  capacity  of 
the  property  employed  in  interstate  business  as  in  that  employed 
in  local  business,  in  which  the  rates  are  reduced.'* 
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In  Central  of  Georgia  B.  Go.  y.  Bailroad  Commission  (1913)  209 
Fed.  75,  79,  it  is  said :  'The  apportionment  of  values  as  between 
inter  and  intra  and  freight  and  passenger  business,  on  the  gross- 
revenue  basis,  is  subject  to  the  criticism  of  the  Supreme  Court  in 
the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases,  as  is  the  same  method  of  apportionment 
when  applied  to  expenses  as  between  inter  and  intra  and  freight 
and  passenger  business.  The  plaintiffs  contend  that  the  court  can 
ignore  such  erroneous  methods  of  apportionment,  because  confisca- 
tion so  clearly  appears  that  the  erroneous  methods  of  apportionment 
may  be  safely  disregarded,  as  was  done  by  the  Supreme  Court  in 
Minneapolis  &  St.  L.  B.  Co.  v.  Minnesota  (1902)  186  U.  S.  257,  46 
L.  ed.  1151,  22  Sup.  jOt.  Bep.  900.  The  claim  in  this  respect  is 
that  neither  road  earned  more  than  2i  per  cent  on  its  total  business 
in  Alabama  on  the  fair  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  that  busi- 
ness. In  answer  the  defendants  contend  that  the  plaintiffs'  division 
of  operating  expenses  between  other  states  and  Alabama  is  incorrect, 
and  deny  that  the  valuation  of  the  property  attributed  to  Alabama 
business  is  justly  attributed  to  it.  It  is  contended,  especially  with 
reference  to  the  western  railway,  that  the  equipment,  roadbed,  track, 
and  structures  are  much  more  costly  than  would  b6  justified  for  the 
Alabama  business  conducted  over  and  by  means  of  them;  and  it 
seems  to  us  that  this  is  true  as  to  both  roads  to  some  extent,  and 
fhat  it  would  not  be  fair  to  charge  Alabama  business  with  its  pro- 
portion of  the  valuation  of  a  road  which  was  much  more  expensively 
built  and  equipped  than  was  appropriate  for  the  character  of  the  busi- 
ness done  over  it  within  that  state.^* 

Prior  to  the  decision  of  the  Supreme  Court  in  the  Minnesota  Bate 
Cases  the  gross-revenue  basis  of  apportionment  was  adopted  in 
several  cases. 

Apportionment  on  the  basis  of  revenue  is  the  most  favorable  and 
equitable  method  of  assigning  the  value  of  railroad  property  in  a 
state  used  for  transportation  to  the  various  classes  of  its  business,  in 
order  to  determine  the  reasonableness  of  fares  and  rates.  Shepard 
V.  Northern  P.  B.  Co.  (Minnesota  Bate  Cases)  (1911)  184  Fed.  765. 

In  Be  Arkansas  Bate  Cases  (1911)  187  Fed.  290,  318,  where  the 
question  was  as  to  the  basis  of  apportioning  the  value  of  railroad 
property  devoted  to  state  and  interstate  business,  it  was  said :  "On 
the  part  of  complainants  it  is  claimed  that  the  revenue  basis,  pure 
and  simple,  should  be  adopted  for  that  purpose,  because  it  is  claimed 
that  values  of  railroad  property,  like  all  other  property,  depend  to 
a  great  extent  upon  its  producing  capacity  and  net  earnings.  On 
the  other  hand,  it  is  claimed  that  the  division  should  be  made  on 
the  basis  of  the  ton  mileage,  because  that  is  the  use  to  which  the 
property  is  put;  and  it  is  urged  that  the  higher  the  rates  for  intra- 
state traffic  are,  the  greater  will  be  the  proportion  of  the  valuation 
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charged  to  that  part  of  the  eamingB.''  The  court  adopted  the  reve- 
nue  basis. 

''It  is  generally  agreed/^  said  the  court  in  Missonri,  K.  &  T.  R. 
Co.  V,  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493,  497,  "that  given  the  entire  value 
of  the  railroad  property  in  the  state,  it  is  fair  to  apportion  it  among 
the  different  kinds  or  classes  of  business  upon  a  revenue  basis;  that 
is  to  say,  in  proportion  to  the  gross  revenue  produced  by  them 
respectively.'^ 

In  Bailroad  Commission  v.  Louisville  &  N.  E.  Co.  (1913-1914) 
Ann.  Bep.  Ala.  B.  C.  48,  56,  it  was  held  that  the  proper  basis  for 
apportioning  railroad  values  between  states  was  the  net  revenue 
basis,  rather  than  the  expense  basis  as  contended  for  by  the  company. 
The  Commission  said:  "If  average  conditions  existed  in  Alabama 
as  compared  with  the  balance  of  the  system,  then  either  the  operat- 
ing expense  or  the  gross  revenue  would  give  approximately  fair 
results.  But,  in  Alabama,  great  quantities  of  low-grade  tonnage 
is  hauled  very  short  distances  with  low  rates  per  ton  per  mile.  While 
this  produces  very  large  revenue  for  the  road,  it  likewise  demands 
a  heavy  expense,  and  the  traffic  in  these  mine  and  furnace  products 
effect  both  the  gross  revenue  and  the  expense,  out  of  proportion  to 
these  two  accounts  for  the  balance  of  the  system.  To  adopt  the 
gross  revenue  or  expense  as  a  basis  of  placing  values  would  be  as 
^  faulty  and  uncertain  as  the  mileage  basis.  Average  conditions  would 
have  to  prevail  throughout  the  system  for  either  to  approximate  cor- 
rectness. The  net  revenue  in  Alabama,  however,  is  maintained  in 
proportion  to  the  revenue  of  other  property  of  the  system  in  other 
states.  Value  should  not  depend  upon  what  it  cost  to  operate  a 
property  regardless  of  the  revenue,  neither  should  it  be  judged  by 
the  gross  revenue  without  reference  to  the  expense  of  creating  it, 
but  by  taking  both  into  consideration  and  ascertaining  the  net  rev- 
enue. Bv  this  means  we  can  come  more  nearly  to  the  correct  basis. 
This  is  the  measure  usually  accepted  by  the  public  in  placing  values, 
and  is  the  surest  index  to  the  value  of  an  active  and  well-managed 
property/' 

0.  Mileage  iMsee. 

In  the  lower-court  decision  in  the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases,  supra 
(Shepard  v.  Northern  P.  B.  Co.  (1911)  184  Fed.  765,  810),  the 
ton-mile  basis  of  apportioning  the  value  of  the  company's  property 
was  criticized,  the  court  adopting  the  gross-revenue  basis  in  prefer- 
ence to  it.  The  court  said:  "The  master  divided  the  values  of 
the  Minnesota  properties  between  freight  business  and  passenger 
business  and  between  interstate  business  and  intrastate  business  on 
the  basis  of  the  respective  gross  earnings  of  these  classes  of  business. 
Counsel  for  the  defendants  challenge  this  basis  of  division,  and  con- 
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tend  that  the  apportionment  should  have  been  made  on  the  basis  of 
the  use  made  of  the  property  by  each  of  these  classes  of  business 
measured  either  (1)  by  the  aggregate  number  of  the  ton  miles  and 
passenger  miles  of  the  respective  classes^  or  (2)  by  the  aggregate 
number  of  the  car  miles  and  engine  miles  of  these  classes.  They 
say  that,  if  that  proportion  of  the  value  of  the  property  of  a  com- 
pany which  the  number  of  ton  miles  hauled  by  it  in  Minnesota  bears 
to  the  aggregate  of  its  ton  miles  and  passenger  miles  in  Minnesota 
be  assigned  to  its  freight  business  and  that  proportion  which  its 
number  of  passenger  miles  bears  to  the  same  aggregate  to  be  as- 
signed to  the  passenger  business,  and  if  that  proportion  of  the  value 
thus  assigned  to  the  freight  business  which  the  aggregate  of  the 
car  miles  and  engine  miles  appertaining  to  the  intrastate  freight 
business  bears  to  the  car  miles  and  engine  miles  used  in  the  freight 
business  be  assigned  to  the  intrastate  freight  business  and  the  same 
method  be  pursued  in  apportioning  value  to  the  intrastate  passen- 
ger business,  the  apportionment  will  be  more  equitable  and  just. 
The  issue  is  between  apportionment  by  use  without  regard  to  the 
worth  or  value  of  the  use  or  apportionment  according  to  the  value 
of  the  use.  The  latter  basis  seems  to  be  more  logical  and  rational. 
Capitalization  is  founded  on  the  worth  of  use,  not  on  mere  use.  The 
value  of  property  and  of  investment  in  every  form  is  measured  by 
the  value  of  its  use,  not  by  its  use  divorced  from  the  value  thereof.. 
The  Minnesota  Sailroad  Commission,  the  railroad  companies,  all 
rate  makers,  base  their  rates  primarily  on  the  worth  of  the  use  of 
the  railroad  machines  by  the  various  classes  of  freight  and  by  the 
passengers,  and  not  on  the  amount  of  that  use.  The  rate  for  hauling 
a  ton  of  merchandise  of  the  first  class  a  mile  is  not  five  times  the 
rate  for  hauling  a  ton  of  merchandise  of  class  E  a  mile,  because  the 
former  ton  mile  uses  the  railroad  property  five  times  as  much  as  the 
latter,  but  because  the  use  by  the  former  is  worth  more  than  the 
use  by  the  latter.  Moreover,  there  is  no  unit  of  measurement  of 
ton  miles  and  passenger  miles,  of  freight  car  miles  and  freight 
engine  miles,  or  of  passenger  car  miles  and  passenger  engine  miles, 
divorced  from  the  values  of  the  uses  they  make  of  the  railroad 
property,  from  the  classes  of  loads  they  carry,  and  the  distances 
these  loads  are  hauled.  Indeed,  there  is  no  proportioning  or  measur- 
ing relation  between  such  varying  uses  of  property  when  no  regard 
is  given  to  the  value  of  these  uses.  On  the  other  hand,  the  value 
of  the  uses,  the  earnings  of  the  property,  unavoidably  condition 
the  value  of  the  property  used,  and  present  a  natural  and  equitable 
basis  of  apportioning  that  value  to  these  uses.  Cases  may  indeed 
be  imagined  in  which  this  basis  does  not  produce  persuasive  results. 
One  of  them  was  suggested  by  Mr.  Justice  Brewer  in  Chicago, 
M.  ft  St.  P.  R.  Co.  V.  Tompkins  (1900)  176  U.  S.  167,  176,  44  L. 
ed.  417,  421,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  336,  and  others  of  like  character 
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have  been  presented  in  argument  by  counsel.  But  no  basis  has 
been  suggested  and  none  has  been  discovered  which  seems  to  be  more 
equitable  or  more  accurate.  It  may  be  that  there  is  no  basis  or 
method  that  brings  perfect  or  ideal  results.  But,  because  the  ton- 
mile  and  passenger-mile  basis  has  no  common  unit  of  measurement, 
because  that  basis  and  the.  car  mile  and  engine  mile,  and  the  passen- 
ger-car mile  and  passenger-engine  mile  bases  exclude  the  effect  of 
the  values  of  the  uses  made  of  the  railroad  property  by  the  various 
classes  of  freight  and  by  the  passengers  carried,  because  there  is 
really  no  proportioning  relation  between  uses  divorced  from  their 
values  and  the  value  of  the  property  used,  because  these  bases  ignore 
tlie  differences  in  the  classes  of  freight  carried  and  in  the  distances 
they  are  hauled,  because  the  apportionment  of  the  value  of  railroad 
property  on  the  basis  of  the  gross  earnings  of  the  classes  of  business, 
which  disclose  approximately  the  values  of  their  uses  of  it,  gives 
effect  to  these  material  differences,  appeals  more  persuasively  to 
the  reason,  and  produces  results  more  equitable  than  any  other 
basis  suggested,  and  because  this  basis  has  commended  itself  to  the 
judgment  of,  and  has  been  adopted  by,  the  courts  upon  whom 
duties  of  apportionment  of  this  nature  have  been  imposed  in  like 
cases,  the  master  was  justified  in  following  their  decisions,  and  his 
action  and  report  in  this  regard  is  confirmed.  Ames  v.  Union  P.  R. 
Co.  (1894;  C.  C.)  64  Fed.  165,  179;  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co. 
V.  Tompkins  (1898;  C.  C.)  90  Fed.  363,  370;  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R. 
Co.  V.  Hadley  (1909;  C.  C.)  168  Fed.  317,  348-352;  Northern  P. 
R.  Co.  V.  Keyes  (1898;  C.  0.)  91  Fed.  47,  56,  67;  Re  Arkansas  R. 
Rates  (1908;  C.  C.)  163  Fed.  141,  142;  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R.  Co. 
V.  Love  (1910;  C.  C.)  177  Fed.  493,  497." 

And  in  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (1912) 
196  Fed.  800,  824,  referring  to  the  state  and  interstate  business, 
it  was  said :  "If  the  ton  and  passenger  miles  were  of  uniform  cost 
in  the  two,  of  course,  the  share  of  each  in  the  use  of  the  property 
would  be  the  proportion  of  the  wliole  value  which  the  gross  earnings 
of  each  bear  to  each  other,  or  the  earnings  of  each  to  the  whole 
earnings.  But,  where  two  persons  or  patrons  are  served  by  a  com- 
mon property,  one  may  do  less  business  but  require  in  doing  it  the  use 
of  the  property  in  a  greater  proportion  than  the  other,  and  there- 
fore the  relation  of  the  respective  services  to  each  other  can  only 
be  determined  by  first  settling  the  relative  cost  of  doing  each  busi- 


ness." 


In  Missouri,  K.  A  T.  R.  Co.  v.  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493,  497, 
in  criticizing  the  ton-mileage  basis  of  apportioning  the  value  of  rail- 
road property  among  its  different  classes  of  business,  the  court  said : 
"The  number  of  tons  hauled  1  mile  has  no  bearing  upon  the  value 
of  the  property  employed  save  as  revenue  is  produced,  and  when 
that  element  is  recognized  we  are  at  once  at  the  revenue  basis. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


3S6  AKNOTATIOir. 

The  ton  mile  could  not  be  used  in  the  necessary  assignment  of  values 
as  to  mail,  express,  and  miscellaneous  services,  nor  as  between  pas- 
senger and  freight  traffic.  Passengers  are  not  transported  by  weight, 
and  the  passenger  mile  and  the  ton  mile  as  units  of  measurement 
cannot  be  reduced  to  a  common  term." 

And  in  the  report  on  the  Physical  Valuation  of  Nebraska  Bail> 
ways  (1911)  4  Neb.  R.  C.  447,  452,  it  is  said:  "Although  the  van- 
ous  items  comprising  the  roadway  and  structures  present  intricate 
problems  for  solution,  none  are  apparently  more  complex  than  that 
having  to  deal  with  the  distribution  of  the  value  of  ttie  equipment, 
where  the  lines  of  the  property  extaid  beyond  the  borders  of  this 
state.  Apparently  the  most  accurate  method  applicable  within  our 
means  for  the  distribution  of  the  revenue  earning  equipment  in  such 
eases  and  that  used  is  resultant  from  the  pro  rata  mileage  basis  for 
the  proportion  having  considerable  extent  both  within  and  without 
the  state,  in  which  the  value  of  the  entire  equipment  on  the  property 
or  system  is  taken  and  apportioned  to  Nebraska  as  the  mileage  run 
in  Ni Alaska  bears  to  the  entire  mileage  run  on  the  property  or 
system.  On  like  properties  the  distribution  of  the  work  equipment 
because  of  its  peculiar  relations  has  been  made  66f  per  cent  in  rela- 
tion to  roadway  mileage  and  33^  per  cent  in  relation  to  density 
of  traffic.  For  the  properties  having  only  terminals  within  the 
border  cities  of  the  state,  varied  exceptions  to  this  plan  of  distribu- 
tion will  be  discerned  in  a  perusal  of  the  report." 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
it  was  said  that  that  part  of  the  cost  of  reproduction  of  the  road 
and  its  equipment  which  depends  upon  train  mileage  may  be  appor- 
tioned on  the  basis  of  this  mileage,  and  that  that  pai*t  of  the  facili- 
ties which  depends  upon  natural  depreciation  may  be  apportioned 
on  the  basis  of  the  direct  expenses,  or,  in  some  cases,  on  the  gross 
earnings. 

In  the  report  of  C.  C.  Witt,  Engineer  (1911-1912)  1  Bien.  Rep. 
Kan.  P.  U.  C.  23,  29,  it  is  said :  "Since  equipment  is  transferred 
from  place  to  place,  it  is  necessary  to  appraise  the  entire  equipment 
of  the  system  and  prorate  the  same  to  the  state  in  the  same  ratio 
tliat  t)ie  equipment  mileage  of  each  class  in  Kansas  bears  to  the 
equipment  mileage  for  the  entire  system,  with  the  exception  that 
the  work  equipment  is  prorated  in  the  same  ratio  that  the  entire 
equipment  mileage  in  Kansas  bears  to  that  of  the  system.  This 
division  will  lead  to  an  error  where  the  lines  in  the  state  are  not 
a  fair  criterion  of  the  average  lines  of  the  system.  In  that  case 
it  is  necessary  to  appraise  only  such  engines  as  operate  intra  and 
interstate,  prorating  the  interstate  on  a  mileage  basis." 

II.  Revenues,  .     , 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  supra,  the  gross  eara- 

P.U.H.1918C. 


ANNOTATION.  350 

ingB  for  the  part  of  the  line  which  is  located  in  Wisconsin  were 
determined  as  follows:  The  revenues  received  from  all  shipments 
and  services  which  began  and  ended  and  were  carried  wholly  with- 
in or  which  were  performed  in  Wisconsin  were  credited  to  that  state. 
The  revenues  received  from  all  shipments  or  services  which  were 
transported  or  performed  partly  in  the  state  and  partly  in  some  other 
state  or  states  were  apportioned  to  Wisconsin  in  tihe  proportion  which 
the  mileage  of  such  transportation  within  the  state  bore  to  the  total 
mileage  of  this  transportation.  The  Commission  said :  "The  above- 
described  method  of  apportioning  the  gross  earnings  to  this  state  is 
as  fair  as  any  that  could  have  been  used.  To  correctly  apportion 
each  individual  shipment  and  each  individual  passage  ticket  on  this 
basis  involves  a  great  deal  of  labor^  and  the  temptation  to  use  short- 
cut methods  or  to  resort  to  estimates  is  great.  This  is  particularly 
true  for  certain  classes  of  passenger  tickets^  such  as  mileage  books." 

Receipts  from  traffic  which  begins  and  ends  and  is  carried  within 
any  one  state  should  be  entirely  credited  to  that  state.  Be  Min- 
neapolis, St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  B.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  B.  C.  540. 

As  to  interstate  traffic  moving  in  a  particular  state,  the  proportion 
of  revenue  which  should  be  credited  to  it  may  be  fairly  determined 
upon  a  mileage  basis, — that  is,  by  allotting  the  state  such  part  of  the 
revenue  as  the  mileage  of  haul  therein  bears  to  the  entire  haul. 
Missouri,  K.  &  T.  Co.  v.  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493. 

Earnings  are  divided  between  the  different  states  on  the  basis  of 
mileage.  Northern  P.  B.  Co.  v.  Keyes  (1899)  91  Fed.  47,  9  N.  D. 
R,  C.  68. 

But  this  method  may  not  be  fair  to  the  traffic  of  the  different 
states,  as  it  does  not  take  densitv  of  traffic  and  favorable  location 
with  respect  to  shipping  into  consideration.  Steenerson  v.  Great 
Northern  B.  Co.  (1897)  69  Minn.  353,  72  N.  W.  713. 

Miscellaneous  earnings  may  be  apportioned  between  state  and 
interstate  traffic  on  the  basis  of  earnings  from  each  source.  Be 
Arkansas  Bate  Cases  (1911)  187  Fed.  290. 

In  a  state  passenger  rate  case  the  computation  should  include  the 
amount  of  the  interstate  fares  earned  by  that  portioir  of  the  road 
lying  within  the  state.  Bailroad  Comrs.  v.  Wabash  B.  Co.  (1901) 
126  Mich.  113,  86  N.  W.  466. 

J/J.   Expenses.  - 

a.  In  general. 

Much  of  the  expense  of  any  public  utility  is  in  reality  joint  or 
common,  and  the  allocation  to  a  particular  class  of  traffic  is  of  neces- 
sity arbitrary,  and  therefore  an  uncertain  index  of  actual  expense. 
Kocky  Hill  v.  Pennsylvania  B.  Co.  (1912)  1  N.  J.  P.  U.  C.  384. 

The  gross-revenue  basis  is  the  one  which  has  been  most  frequently 
P.U.K.1918C. 


360  ANNOTATION. 

used^  and  by  Bome  courts  an  arbitrary  addition  has  been  made  thereto 
on  the  state  business  to  provide  for  alleged  extra  cost,  this  addi- 
tional amount  being  ascertained  from  the  opinion  of  railroad  offi- 
cials. Other  courts  have  found  from  the  evidence  the  relative  earn- 
ings on  the  ton-mile  basis  of  state  and  interstate^  and  added  to  this 
an  additional  arbitrary  amount  which  the  court  found  to  be  the  extra 
cost  for  state  business.  Another  theory  is  dividing  the  expense  on 
what  is  known  as  the  "ton-mile  basis,"  adding  to  the  state  ton  mile 
such  amount  as  may  appear  to  be  proper  for  additional  expense. 
Re  Rate  Orders  (1912)  5  Ann.  Rep.  Okla.  C.  C.  (vol.  1)  p.  316. 

There  is  no  known,  fixed,  or  certain  rule  for  determining  how 
the  apportionment  of  expenses  shall  be  made.  It  cannot  be  made 
with  mathematical  certainty.  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Uadley 
(1909)  168  Fed.  317. 

"Generally  speaking,'*  said  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  "it  can 
be  said  that  expense  items  that  depend  on,  or  vary  with,  the  volume 
of  the  traffic,  should  be  apportioned  between  the  various  parts  of 
the  system  upon  those  units  of  the  service  to  which  tliey  are  most 
closely  related  and  which  also  vary  with  the  traffic.  Expenses,  on 
the  other  hand,  which  within  certain  broad  limits  cannot  be  said 
to  depend  on  or  vary  with  the  traffic,  should  be  distributed  about 
equally  over  the  entire  system.  For  items  in  the  former  class  such 
units  of  service  as  the  train  mileage,  the  locomotive  mileage,  and 
the  car  mileage,  are  among  the  more  available  bases.  Items  in 
the  latter  class  can  as  a  rule  best  be  distributed  on  the  basis  of  the 
road  mileage."  Re  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  (1907) 
I  Wis.  R.  C.  540,  657. 

^.  Diviaion  heitveen  state  and  interstate  traffic* 

1.  In   general. 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
392,  the  Comniission  said:  "It  is  sometimes  held  that  gross  earn- 
ings constitute  the  best  unit  of  cost  of  most  common  expenses,  and 
that  it  also  is  the  best  basis  upon  which  to  distribute  these  expenses 
to  the  various  states.  This  is  probably  based  on  the  theoiy  that 
each  particular  part  of  the  system  should  be  charged  with  expenses 
in  proportion  to  the  amount  it  contributes  to  gross  earnings,  and 
that  this  method  of  distribution  is,  when  everything  is  considered, 
the  fairest.  There  are  several  good  reasons  for  questioning  the 
soundness  of  this  theory.  The  gross  earnings  usually  fluctuate  with 
the  volume  of  business,  and  for  this  reason  may  not  be  a  gobi  basis 
for  expenses  which  are  not  affected  by  the  volume  of  business.  On 
lines  where  the  traffic  is  not  evenly  distributed,  the  employment  of 
the  gross-earnings  basis  for  the  distribution  of  the  fixed  expenses 
to  the  state  would  result  in  charging  those  states,  where  the  trafiSc 
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was  heaviest,  with  a  larger  proportion  of  these  expenses  than  had 
actually  been  incurred.  It  is  possible  that  some  allowance  for  the 
greater  earnings  ought  to  be  made  in  such  cases,  but  to  charge  these 
expenses  in  proportion  to  the  earnings  would  hardly  seem  fair.  Even 
the  variable  expenses,  or  those  costs  which  are  affected  by  the  volume 
of  the  traffic,  seldom  increase  in  the  same  proportion  as  the  earnings. 
If  they  did,  the  law  of  the  increasing  returns  would  not  apply.  In 
view  of  these  facts  it  would  seem  at  least  illogical  to  charge  those 
parts  of  the  system  where  the  traffic  is  increasing  with  a  correspond- 
ingly increasing  proportion  of  the  fixed  expenses.^' 

In  the  same  case  it  was  said:  "While  under  certain  conditions, 
as  has  been  said,  practically  the  entire  operating  expense  may  be 
safely  measured  or  apportioned  among  the  states  on  the  road -mile 
basis,  this  method  should  not  be  applied  to  any  other  items  in  the 
expense  accounts  than  those  of  which  the  road  mile  is  the  nearest 
imit  of  cost.  The  road  mile  would  seem  to  be  the  unit  of  cost  for 
the  greater  portion  of  those  expenses  which  are  not  naturally  affected 
by  the  volume  of  the  traffic.  In  this  class  would  come  the  greater 
proportion  of  the  maintenance  of  way  and  certain  items  under  main- 
tenance of  equipment  and  conducting  transportation,  as  well  as,  in 
most  cases,  the  general  expenses.  These  expenses  do  not  depend 
upon  the  volume  of  the  traffic  and  do  not  vary  with  it.  There  is, 
at  least,  no  close  relation  between  the  two,  for  there  may  be  great 
changes  in  the  traffic  without  any  perceptible  change  in  the  amount 
of  these  expenses.  Expenses  which  do  not  vary  with  the  traffic 
should  be  apportioned  on  some  unit  which  also  remains  unaffected 
by  the  traffic.  To  apportion  expenses  which  do  not  vary  with  the 
volume  of  the  traffic  upon  some  unit  which  varies  with  the  traffic 
would  hardly  lead  to  fair  results.  Conversely,  to  apportion  expenses 
which  vary  with  the  Folume  of  the  traffic  upon  some  unit  which  does 
not  vary  with  it  would  also  be  unfair.  The  train  mileage,  the  locomo- 
tive mileage,  the  car  mileage,  and  the  gross  earnings,  under  normal 
conditions,  are  all  affected  bv  the  volume  of  the  traffic.  This  is 
true  also  of  many  other  units.  But  the  road  mileage  remains  unaf- 
fected thereby  and  is  therefore  a  better  basis  upon  which  to  appor- 
tion expenses  which  are  not  affected  by  the  traffic  than  any  of  the 
other  units  which  have  been  mentioned.  Particularlv  would  this 
seem  to  be  the  case  when  it  is  properly  modified  by  the  track  mileage, 
and  when  bridges,  terminals,  and  other  items,  which  may  be  less 
dependent  on  the  road  mileage,  tend  to  uniformity  over  the  line 
as  a  whole.'* 

In  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Hadley  (1909)  168  Fed.  317,  355, 
the  court  described  the  revenue,  ton  mile  and  passenger  mile  bases 
of  apportionment,  and  said:  "The  entire  state  and  interstate  earn- 
ings of  each  of  the  roads  within  the  state  is  known  and  fixed  to 
a  certainty.     The  expenses  are  known  and  fixed.     To  apportion 
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these  expenses,  it  must  be  done  according  to  one  of  the  two  theories, 
and  the  correct  theory  is  that  according  to  revenue.  One  theory  or 
the  other  must  be  applied  to  both  freight  and  passenger  expenses, 
and  the  court  should  not  adopt  the  one  theory  as  to  part,  and  the 
other  theory  as  to  another.  The  one  theory  is  helpful  to  the  one 
side,  and  the  other  theory  helpful  to  the  other  side ;  the  one  theory 
to  the  one  side  in  freight,  and  the  other  theory  to  the  other  side 
in  passenger.  But  an  arbitrary  splitting  of  theories  is  illogical 
and  unfair,  and  cannot  be  recognized.  The  court  has  adopted  the 
revenue  theory  because  a  great  number  of  the  best  railroad  experts 
of  the  country,  against  a  very  limited  number  to  the  contrary,  have 
so  testified.  Every  court  that  has  ever  had  this  question  before  it, 
in  so  far  as  I  am  advised  by  the  briefs  of  the  counsel  and  my  oven 
independent  investigation,  has  so  held  in  the  cases  hereinbefore  citLHl 
of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States;  in  the  two  cases  by 
two  circuit  judges  of  this  circuit;  by  three  district  judges  of  this 
circuit ;  and  by  the  supreme  court  of  Florida,  State  ex  rel.  Ellis  v. 
Atlantic  Coast  Line  B.  Co.  (1904)  48  Fla.  146,  37  So.  657." 

For  the  purpose  of  apportioning  expenses  the  revenue  basis  appears 
to  be  much  more  uniform  in  its  adaptability  and  much  less  subject 
to  substantial  objection.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  B.  Co.  v.  Love  (1910) 
177  Fed.  493,  498.  The  court  said:  "When  a  general  or  common 
expense  cannot  be  located,  what  is  more  obviously  reasonable  than 
to  say  in  the  iirst  place  the  different  branches  or  departments  shall 
l)ear  it  according  to  the  value  of  their  products  or  their  gross  earn- 
ings, and  then  make  due  allowance  for  exceptional  conditions  if  any 
are  perceived?  That  seems  at  the  start  to  satisfy  the  mind  intent 
on  equity.  It  is  a  working  basis  for  the  distribution  of  all  expense 
incident  to  a  railroad  business  among  its  revenue  yielding  operations 
of  every  character." 

In  Western  B.  Co.  v.  Bailroad  Commission  (1912)  197  Fed.  954, 
961:,  it  is  said:  "As  the  inquiry  relates  to  what  is  a  fair  return 
upon  the  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  different  businesses, 
and' the  cost  of  doing  the  two  businesses  is  not  the  same,  it  is  mani- 
fest that  the  net  earnings  cannot  be  the  same,  and  that  to  treat  them 
as  such  and  to  apportion  the  value  of  the  use  of  the  railroad  in 
intrastate  business  according  to  the  gross  earnino:s  in  interstate  and 
intrastate  commerce  is  to  establish  a  wrong  standard  of  remuneration 
for  the  use  of  the  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  intrastate  com- 


merce." 


2.  Eoctra  cost  of  state  traffic. 


In  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  B.  Co.  v.  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493,  499, 
it  is  said :  "Bearing  on  the  division  of  expense  is  the  much  con- 
troverted question  of  extra  cost  of  tlie  local  business  as   compart 
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with  the  interstate.  That  the  fornix  costs  much  more  than  the  latter 
is  beyond  doubt,  but  the  difficulty  is  in  applying  the  measure  of 
difference.  There  is  a  general  aooord  among  practical  railroad  men 
of  high  standing  and  long  experience  that  tiie  cost  of  local  freight 
irafiBc  is  from  two  to  dght  times  as  much  as  that  of  interstate  traffic, 
and  of  local  passenger  traffic  from  25  to  50  per  cent  more  than  the 
other.  Though  not  altogether  clear  from  the  proofs  here,  it  is 
probable  the  difference  mentioned  in  the  freight  traffic  should  not 
be  fully  applied  in  addition  to  a  division  on  the  revenue  basis;  for, 
as  already  seen,  the  difference  finds  expression  in  a  measure  in  the 
relative  revenue  proportions  themselves.  A  cogent  reason  for  select* 
ing  the  revenue  basis  in  preference  to  the  ton  mile  is  that  the 
former  gives  some  effect  to  the  known  differences  in  cost.  Nor  is 
it  altogether  clear  that  the  above  ratio  of  extra  cost  of  local  freight 
traffic  was  intended  by  the  witnesses  to  apply  to  all  operating 
expenses  as  classified  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and 
the  Corporation  Commission  of  Oklahoma/'' 

The  difference  in  the  cost  of  handling  each  kind  of  business  as 
related  to  the  earnings  from  each  should  be  taken  into  account.  Be 
Arkansas  B.  Bates  (1908)  163  Fed.  141. 

In  Western  B.  Co.  v.  Bailroad  Commission  (1912)  197  Fed.  954, 
964,  Jones,  J.,  said:  '^Various  rules  have  been  followed  by  the 
courts  and  text-writers ;  but,  as  the  master  correctly  observes  in  all 
the  cases  since  Smyth  v.  Ames  (1898)  169  IT.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed. 
819,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Bep.  418,  distribution  of  operating  expenses  has 
been  effected  in  proportion  to  the  gross  revenue,  with  an  extra 
load  for  local  business  varying  in  amount  according  to  the  varying 
conditions,  and  such  distribution  made  by  experts  skilled  in  railroad 
transportation,  with  practical  unifonnity,  has  been  accepted  by  the 
courts  in  ascertaining  the  value  of  the  property  the  carrier  devotes  to 
its  local  business.  In  no  case  which  the  writer  has  examined  has 
any  testimony  ever  been  given  that  the  cost  of  earning  a  dollar  in 
intrastate  traffic  was  less  than  10  per  cent  more  on  the  dollar  than 
the  average  cost  of  earning  a  dollar  on  all  traffic,  and  in  nearly  all 
the  cases  the  excess  cost  of  doing  intrastate  business  was  sho^vn  to 
be  far  more.'*  In  this  case  the  master  found  that  the  revenue  basis 
with  a  *load'*  of  10  per  cent  more  to  earn  a  dollar  in  intrastate 
freight  traffic  than  the  cost  of  earning  a  dollar  on  all  freight  traffic, 
and  of  5  cents  more  to  earn  a  dollar  on  intrastate  passenger  traffic 
than  the  average  cost  of  earning  a  dollar  on  all  passenger  traffic,  was 
the  proper  basis  for  dividing  the  cost  of  operating  expenses  between 
interstate  and  intrastate  traffic,  and  employed  that  method. 

In  Trust  Co.  of  America  v.  Chicago,  P.  &  St.  L.  E.  Co.  (1912) 

199  Fed.  593,  the  revenue  or  gross-earnings  basis  was  held  the  most 

equitable  for  apportioning  expenses  of  interstate  and   intrastate 
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passenger  service  with  due  allowance  for  greater  cost  of  intrastate 
business. 

In  Southern  P.  B.  Go.  ▼.  Bartine  (1909)  170  Fed.  725,  the  ratio 
of  extra  cost  of  local  business  was  confined  to  transportation  expenses 
as  distinguished  from  maintenance  of  way  and  structures. 

In  the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  (1913)  230 
U.  S.  362,  462,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  1567,  48  L.B.A.(N.S.)  1161,  33 
Sup.  Ct.  Bep.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  the  elements  entering  into 
the  greater  expense  of  doing  intrastate  business  were  defined  to  be: 
''That  the  average  haul  was  shorter,  being  (in  the  case  of  the 
Northern  Pacific)  104.52  miles  for  intrastate  transportaticm  as 
against  485.3  miles  for  interstate  transportation ;  that  the  state  busi- 
ness had  to  be  handled  twice  at  terminals ;  that  the  local  short-haul 
business  used  most  valuable  terminal  facilities  in  order  to  obtain  its 
proper  handling  from  the  larger  distributing  centers,  and  used  those 
facilities  to  a  greater  extent  for  the  tons  handled  than  did  the 
ionger  through  business ;  that  the  amount  of  clerical  and  warehouse 
labor  in  connection  with  the  local  business  was  much  greater  than 
m  the  case  of  the  long-haul  through  business;  that  the  chances  of 
damage  were  greater  in  the  short-haul  business  because  of  the  greater 
number  of  individual  transactions;  that  in  the  short-haul  business 
there  was  an  excess  of  equipment  for  loading  and  unloading;  that 
local  or  way  freight  trains  were  'loaded  lighter;'  that  the  wear  and 
tear  on  the  local  trains  was  greater  because  of  frequent  stopping  and 
starting;  that  there  was  increased  switching,  resulting  in  greater 
damage  to  equipment  and  tracks ;  that  the  local  train  was  generally 
on  the  road  more  hours  than  a  through  train,  and  therefore  con- 
sumed more  coal;  that  in  the  smaller  stations  the  amount  of  shifting 
was  large ;  that  many  of  the  local  trains  carried  passengers  involving 
two  stops  at  each  station,  one  for  passengers  and  the  other  for  the 
local  freight  work ;  that  the  manner  of  operation  of  the  local  trains 
increased  the  chances  of  injury  to  employees;  that  the  short-haul 
business  moved  irregularly  and  spasmodically,  and  that  its  facilities 
were  worked  at  their  full  capacity  only  for  limited  periods." 

The  court  said:  "The  appellants  do  not  dispute  that  business 
carried  for  short  distances  on  local  trains  is  more  expensive  than 
the  handling  of  other  business,  but  it  is  insisted  that  this  is  due 
solely  to  the  different  train  service  that  it  receives.  It  is  said  that 
all-through  trains  start  from  divisional  points  and  run  from  one 
end  of  the  division  to  the  other  without  stop ;  that  the  local  trains 
are  made  up  of  cars  carrying  business  destined  for  points  inter- 
mediate the  termini  of  the  division,  and  take  up  all  traffic  originat- 
ing at  the  intermediate  stations;  that  the  word  local/  as  applied  to 
these  trains,  is  not  synonymous  with  intrastate,  but  that  the  local 
trains  carry  a  large  part  of  the  interstate  traffic,  both  in  receiving 
and  distributing  it;  and  that  bv  far  the  greater  part  of  the  extra 
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cost  of  the  local  train  service  is  properly  chargeable  to  interstate 
business.  It  is  also  insisted  that  so  far  as  this  extra  expense  can 
be  charged  to  interstate  business,  it  is  adequately  met  by  the  addi- 
tional revenue  of  that  business,  which  per  ton  mile  as  compared 
with  the  interstate  business  is  as  1.4387  to  1.0000.  To  establish 
these  propositions,  and  to  meet  the  testimony  of  the  complainants' 
witnesses,  the  appellants  introduced  an  elaborate  series  of  calcula* 
tions,  made  by  a  professional  accountant,  which  were  deduced  from 
the  results  of  an  extended  examination  of  the  records  of  the  com- 
panies. The  witness  made  computations  as  to  the  character  of  the 
freight  on  each  road,  dividing  it  between  through  and  local  freight 
upon  each  operating  division,  and  then  subdividing  it  between  in- 
trastate and  interstate  freight.  It  is  contended  by  the  appellants 
that  these  calculations  are  sufficient  to  show  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
Northern  Pacific,  about  91  per  cent  of  the  freight  on  through  trains 
was  interstate  and  about  9  per  cent  intrastate,  and  that  on  the  local 
trains  the  interstate  freight  amounted  to  68.67  per  cent,  and  the 
intrastate,  31.33  per  cent.  Calculations  of  this  witness  were  also 
introduced  showing  his  division  of  the  total  expenses  between  the 
passenger  and  freight  business,  and  then  in  each  department  between 
the  interstate  and  intrastate  business ;  and  by  means  of  these  it  was 
estimated  that,"undeT  the  rates  in  question  (assuming  them  to  have 
been  applied  to  the  business  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1907, 
to  which  the  calculations  were  directed),  the  net  profits  on  the 
intrastate  business  as  a  whole  would  have  been  slightly  more  than 
6  per  cait  upon  an  amount  equal  to  the  share  of  property  value 
attributed  to  tliat  business  by  the  master's  estimate  and  apportionment 
of  total  value.''  The  court  did  not  pass  upon  the  accuracy  of  these 
contentions. 

In  Louisville  ft  N.  R.  Co.  v.  Sailroad  Commission  (1912)  196 
Fed.  800,  824,  it  is  said :  "The  diflBculty  of  the  problem  arises  from 
the  fact  that  the  cost  of  transportation  involves  an  assessment  on 
the  subjects  of  commerce  of  charges  to  cover  common,  general,  over- 
head, or  nonhaukge  expenses  and  also  the  haulage  cost,  and  that 
there  is  no  way  of  allocating  such  charges  to  the  transportation 
items  when  the  property  is  used  in  common,  as  stated  by  counsel 
for  the  respond^ts.  It  cannot  be  said  what  share  of  these  common 
expenses  ^all  be  apportioned  to  an  intrastate  ton  or  passenger 
being  transported.  It  may  be  in  the  same  train  and  car  with  inter- 
state tons  and  passengers.  The  solution  of  the  question  has  hereto- 
fore been  made  to  rest  entirely  on  the  experience  and  testimony  of 
experts  as  to  the  relative  difference  in  cost  of  the  two  services,  and 
in  every  case  in  which  the  question  has  arisen  the  witnesses  have, 
while  agreeing  on  the  fact  that  local  or  intrastate  business  is  more 
costly  than  through  or  interstate  business,  varied  very  widely  as  to 

the  amoimt  of  such  difference.  The  variation  is  from  10  per  cent  to 
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500  per  oent  against  the  intrastate  business.  Smyth  v.  Ames  (1898) 
169  U.  S.  466,  42  L.  ed.  819,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  418.  It  was  pointed 
out  in  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Tompkins  (1900)  176  U.  S. 
179,  44  L.  ed.  422,  20  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  336,  that  any  solution  of  tlic 
question  on  a  gross-rerenue  basis  without  regard  to  the  difference 
in  the  relative  cost  of  the  two  services  was  an  absurdity.  And  so 
the  difficulty  was  attempted  to  be  overcome  by  putting  a  load,  as  it 
is  called,  on  the  intrastate  revenue  to  equalise  it  for  the  purposes  of 
comparison  with  the  interstate.  And  the  amount  of  this  load  was 
determined  by  the  opinion  of  the  witnesses,  who  guessed  at  it  scien- 
tifically or  otherwise,  leaving  a  very  unsatisfactory  task  to  the  court 
m  fixing  on  the  proper  amount.*' 

In  Central  of  Georgia  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (1913)  200 
Fed.  75,  79,  it  is  said:  ''Each  of  the  two  roads  in  Alabama  seems 
to  be  a  link  in  a  through  route,  built  with  the  purpose  and  having 
its  chief  value  to  its  owners  in  that  use;  the  intra  or  local  business 
being  incidental  only.  If  this  is  true,  it  seems  to  us  that  tJie  intra 
business  should  not  be  burdened  by  the  same  proportion  of  value 
or  of  expense  of  maintenance  of  road  and  equipment  as  the  inter- 
state business.  If  the  owners  get  the  benefit  of  the  principal  or  inter- 
state use,  which  makes  higher  class  construction  essential,  they 
cannot  expect  to  get  the  same  measure  of  return  on  intrastate  busi- 
ness, which  requires  for  its  conduct  no  such  expensive  roadbed  or 
equipment.*' 

In  Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Keyes  (1899)  91  Fed.  47,  63,  it  is 
said :  As  to  the  cost  of  conducting  transportation  a  division  cannot 
properly  be  made  in  proportion  to  the  volume  of  traffic;  "for  it  is 
agreed  by  all  who  have  had  occasion  to  consider  the  subject.  Rail- 
road Commissioners  as  well  as  railroad  officials,  that  the  cost  of 
conducting  transportation  is,  relative  to  income,  much  higher  for 
local  business  than  for  the  general  business  of  the  road.  The  causes 
of  this  added  cost  are  chiefly  three:  (1)  The  shortness  of  the  haul, 
(2)  the  lightness  of  the  train  loads,  (3)  expense  of  billing  and  hand- 
ling the  traffic.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  average  haul  on  local 
business  in  North  Dakota  is  between  80  and  90  miles,  while  the 
average  haul  on  the  entire  business  of  the  roads  is  from  350  to  500 
miles.  There  is  no  principle  of  railroading  that  is  better  established 
than  that  the  cost  of  doing  business  rapidly  decreases  as  the  length 
of  haul  increases;  that  is,  if  you  double  the  distance  you  do  not 
double  tlie  cost.'' 

In  the  Re  Aticansas  R.  Rates  (1908)  163  Fed.  141,  142,  it  is 
said :  To  apportion  the  cost  betwe^i  interstate  traffic  and  intrastate 
traffic,  "increase  the  intrastate  earnings  by  the  ascertained  percent- 
age representing  the  difference  in  cost,  theteby  ascertaining  what 
would  have  been  earned  by  the  same  actual  expenditure  in  conducting 
the  intrastate  traffic  had  it  been  attended  with  the  same  relative 
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cost  as  the  intrastate  traflSc.  Then  add  the  intrastate  earnings^  as 
so  increased,  to  the  interstate  earnings,  thereby  ascertaining  wliat 
would  have  been  earned  by  the  actual  expenditure  in  conducting  both 
the  intrastate  and  the  interstate  traffic,  had  the  former  been  attended 
witli  the  same  relative  cost  as  the  latter.  Then  ascertain  what  pro- 
portion of  this  total  represents  the  intrastate  earnings,  as  so  in- 
creased, and  what  proportion  represents  the  interstate  earnings,  and 
then  ascertain  the  corresponding  proportion  of  the  total  cost  of 
interstate  and  intrastate  traffic/' 

In  the  Minnesota  Bate  Cases  (Simpson  ▼.  Shepard)  (1913)  230 
U.  S.  352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  by  the  use  of  equalizing  factors  the  same 
result  in  apportionment  was  reached  by  the  "equated  revenue  basis" 
as  by  the  equated  mileage  basis.  On  the  basis  of  one  intrastate 
ton  mile  costing  as  much  as  2.5  interstate  miles,  and  100  intrastate 
passenger  miles  costing  as  much  as  115  interstate  ton  miles,  the 
following  result  was  obtained : 

Equated  Revenue  Basis. — In  the  case  of  the  Northern  Pacific  Com- 
pany, it  was  found  that  the  relation  of  freight  revenue  per  ton  per 
mile  derived  from  the  intrastate  business,  as  compared  with  the 
interstate  business,  was  as  1.4387  is  to  1.0000.  The  relation  of  cost 
per  ton  per  mile  in  the  intrastate  business  in  proportion  to  revenue, 
to  the  cost  per  ton  per  mile  in  interstate  business  in  proportion  to 
revenue,  was  then  found  to  be  as  1.7377  is  to  1.0000,  as  follows: 

250     1.4387     1.7377 


100     1.0000     1.0000 
The  actual  intrastate  freight  revenue  was  multiplied  by  1.7377  to 
obtain  the  equated  revenue,  and  thus  the  same  percentages  were 
obtained  as  on  the  equated  ton-mile  basis  as  follows : 

Equated  Revenue  Basis — Freight. 

Actual  Kevenue.  Equated  Revame. 

Intrastate    $1,556,342.92X1.7377=  $2,702,719.39=25.362% 

Interstate    7,963,734.41X1         =     7,953,734.41=74:638% 


^10,656,453.80     100% 

The  relation  of  revenue  per  passenger  mile,  intrastate  and  inter- 
state, was  found  to  be  as  1.00D2  is  to  1.0000;  and  thus,  the  relation 
of  cost  per  passenger  mile  in  relation  to  revenue  was  as  1.1395  is 
to  1.0000.    The  division  was  then  made  as  follows : 

Equated  Revenue  fiasis — Passenger. 

Actual  Revenue.  Equated  Revenue. 

Intrastate    $1,015,1 50.34X1.1395=$1,156J63.81=37.347% 

IntersUte     1,940,718.17X1  =  1,940,718.17=62.653% 


$3,097,481.98     100% 

In  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Hadley  (1909)  168  Fed.  317,  322, 
it  is  said :    ''Each  basis  for  accounting  has  some  defects,  but  they 
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are^  minor  and  not  controlling,  and  do  not  change  the  result  if  the 
revenue  basis  is  taken.  The  expense  of  doing  the  state  business  over 
interstate  is  greater  for  carrying  freight  by  at  least  50  {ler  cent^ 
and  at  least  25  per  cent  for  carrying  passengers.  Therefore  this 
extra  cost  must  be  added  to  the  expenses  after  they  have  beep 
ascertained  so  as  to  obtain  the  total  expense.  If  the  ton>mile  basis 
of  division  were  adopted,  the  extra  cost  should  also  be  added.  This 
would  require  the  use  of  another  multiplier  sufficient  to  bring  the 
sum  total  of  the  state  freight  expense  equal  to  that  found  herein, 
to  actually  represent  the  cost  as  shown  by  the  evidence.  Any  appor- 
tionment of  passenger  expense  upon  the  passenger-mile  basis  would 
be  unfair  and  unjust,  although  much  more  favorable  to  the  com- 
panies than  if  made  upon  the  revenue  basis.'' 

In  the  Minnesota  Sate  Cases,  supra,  it  was  held,  in  dividing  the 
freight  operating  expenses,  that  the  cost  of  doing  the  intrastate 
freight  business  was  two  and  one-half  times  that  of  doing  the  inter- 
state freight  business.  That  is  to  say,  the  division  of  expenses  was 
made  according  to  ton  miles,  interstate  and  intrastate,  after  the 
intrastate  ton  miles  had  been  increased  two  and  one-half  times ;  but 
the  court  held  that  as  this  additional  expense  of  conducting  intra- 
state business  was  based  on  general  estimates  rather  than  reliable 
statistics,  it  was  not  an  adequate  basis  of  proof  of  confiscatory  rates. 
In  this  case  the  master  apportioned  the  expense  of  conducting  the 
freight  and  passenger  business  within  the  state,  as  between  state 
and  interstate  business  on  what  is  known  as  an  '^equated  ton-mile 
basis"  for  the  freight  business  and  an  '^equated  passenger-mile 
basis"  for  the  passenger  business;  that  is  to  say,  the  master  con- 
cluded that  the  cost  per  ton  mile  of  doing  the  intrastate  freight 
business  was  at  least  two  and  one-half  times  the  cost  per  ton  mile 
of  the  interstate  freight  business,  and  hence  he  divided  the  total 
freight  expense  according  to  the  relation  to  the  interstate  and  intra- 
state ton  miles  after  the  latter  had  been  increased  two  and  one-half 
times.  In  the  case  of  the  passenger  expense,  he  concluded  that  the 
cost  per  passenger  mile  in  the  intrastate  business  was  at  least  15 
per  cent  greater  than  that  in  the  interstate  business,  and  the  total 
passenger  expense  was  divided  upon  the  relation  of  passenger  miles 
after  increasing  the  intrastate  passenger  miles  15  per  cent.  The 
method  is  illustrated  from  the  following  extract  from  the  findings 
in  the  Northern  Pacific  Case: 

Equated  Ton-Mile  Basis. 
Freight — On  baBis  of  1  intrastate  ton  mile  costing  as  much  as  2.6  interstate 
ton  miles. 

Actual.  Equated.   Proportion.  Oper't'gErp 

Intrastate  ton 

miles    130,580,988X2.6=    326,452,470=25.362%     $1,355,273.8? 

Interstate  ton 
miles    960,709,404X1.0=    960,709.494=74.638%       3.088,444.4? 


1,091,290,482  1,287,161,964     100%  $5,343,719.2$ 

P.U.R:1918C. 


ANNOTATIOX.  369 

Equated  Passenger-Mile  Basis. 

Passenger — On  basis  of  100  intrastate  passenger  miles  costing  as  much  as 

115  interstate  passenger  miles. 

Actual.  Equated.  Proportion.  Oper't'gExp. 

Intrastate  passenger 

miles    52,317,140X1.15=  60,164,711=37.347%        $863,325.1? 

Interstate  passenger 

miles  100,031,180X1.00=100,931,180=62,653%   1,448,306.77 


163,248,320       161,095,891  100%    $2,311,631.95 

In  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  B.  Co.  v.  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493,  499, 
the  court  in  criticizing  the  ton-mileage  basis  of  apportioning  ex- 
penses, said:  "The  ton-mile  rule  for  which  contention  is  made 
can  be  applied  to  nothing  but  the  freight  business.  Besides  being 
entirely  useless  as  a  distributer  of  expense  to  the  mail  and  express 
business  of  a  railroad  and  to  the  services  of  switching,  demurrage, 
storage,  and  the  like,  the  ton-mile  rule  is  radically  inaccurate  when 
applied  to  the  very  business  to  which  it  is  best  adapted.  It  does 
not  consider  the  differences  and  risks  in  the  character  of  the  freight 
transported,  whether  glassware  or  sand^  furniture  or  coal;  whether 
the  freight  is  moved  in  carload  or  less  than  carload  lots;  whether 
the  haul  is  long  or  short ;  the  character  of  the  traffic  as  regards  time 
consumed  in  transportation  and  occupation  of  tlie  track  and  equip- 
ment; the  number  of  expensive  handlings  at  terminals  and  terminal 
expense  generally.  The  ton-mile  theory  places  interstate  traffic 
while  it  is  moving  in  the  state  upon  the  basis  of  local  traffic,  and 
therefore  ignores  the  effect  of  the  external  haul  upon  the  internal 
cost.  Concededly  the  average  of  haul  of  interstate  traffic  is  ma- 
terially greater  than  that  of  traffic  wholly  within  the  state,  and  it 
is  an  axiom  in  transportation  that  the  longer  the  haul  the  less  the 
cost  per  ton  per  mile.  These  matters  in  the  aggregate  run  enormous- 
ly into  the  cost  of  freight  transportation,  but  none  of  them  are  picked 
up  or  accounted  for  by  the  ton-mile  rule  which  rests  on  the  erroneous 
assumption  that  the  transportation  costs  the  same  per  ton  per  mile 
regardless  of  character,  time,  distance,  or  circumstance.  The  revenue 
rule  is  not  ideal,  but  revenue  is  the  product  of  rates  and  seryice,  and, 
generally,  in  the  making  of  rates  some  regard  is  had  to  the  cost 
of  service.  In  other  words,  earnings  reflect  to  some  extent  the 
important  differences  in  the  cost  of  service  which  the  ton-mile  rule 
entirely  ignores.*' 

3.  Division  of  particular  expenses* 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
481,  the  Commission  said  that  the  gross-earnings  basis  is  not  a  fair 
basis  upon  which  to  distribute  the  general  expenses  between  states 
and  that  this  distribution  can  be  fairly  made  even  on  the  basis  of 
the  remaining  expenses  or  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  train  mileage. 
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In  the  same  case  it  was  said :  '^In  arriying  at  the  amount  upon 
which  intetest  or  dividends  should  be  figured  and  earned^  it  is  clear 
that  tlie  bonds  which  are  outstanding  should  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion. But  upon  what  basis  should  the  outstanding  bond  indebted- 
ness be  alloted  to  the  state  ?  This  answer  is  not  entirely  clear.  On 
the  road  in  question  most  of  the  underlying  bond  issues  have  been 
replaced  by  general  mortgage  bonds  which  cover  the  entire  system 
and  cannot  be  localized ;  hence  it  seems  fair  to  apportion  the  bonds 
on  the  basis  of  the  road  mileage." 

The  Commission  also  said:  "There  is  another  method  of  appor- 
tionment which  under  the  circumstances  may  be  preferable  to  the 
road-mileage  basis.  This  method  consists  of  alloting  the  bonds  and 
the  interest  on  the  same  to  this  state  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  of  the 
road  and  its  equipment.  This  cost  is,  as  explained,  difficult  to 
ascertain;  but  if  the  construction  account  for  the  entire  system,  as 
given  in  the  balance  sheet,  has  been  so  kept  as  to  approximately 
represent  the  amount  invested  in  the  property,  or  the  cost  of  repro- 
ducing the  same,  then  it  would  also  seem  to  be  fair  to  apportion 
the  outstanding  bonds  to  Wisconsin  in  the  proportion  which  the  co.^t 
of  reproducing  the  line  new  in  this  state  bears  to  the  total  cost  of  the 
entire  property,  as  given  by  the  construction  account." 

The  taxes  for  Wisconsin  were  the  actual  amounts  paid  in  the 
state.    Ibid. 

That  portion  of  the  expense  of  the  maintenance  of  way  due  to 
natural  depreciation  should  be  apportioned  between  states  on  the 
bas's  of  the  road  mileage.    Ibid. 

The  costs  for  work-train  locomotives  were  apportioned  to  Wis- 
consin on  the  basis  of  the  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

The  part  of  tlie  expenses  under  the  account  for  the  superintendence 
of  traffic  which  cannot  be  actually  separated  can  be  apportioned  as 
between  states  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  train  mileage.  Another 
fair  basis  according  to  the  Wisconsin  Commission  is  the  proportion  of 
the  passengers  and  tonnage  handled.  The  former  basis  is  thought 
to  be  the  safer.    Ibid. 

In  apportioning  roundhouse  supplies,  the  cost  for  the  whole  line 
was  distributed  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  locomotives  in  each 
service  and  allotted  to  Wisconsin  in  proportion  to  the  respective 
locomotive  mileage.    Ibid. 

In  apportioning  the  cost  of  oil,  waste,  and  tallow  used  in  conduct- 
ing transportation,  the  average  cost  per  locomotive  mile  was  ascer- 
tained and  then  applied  to  the  locomotive  mileage  in  the  state.    Ibid. 

The  cost  of  water  supply  in  conducting  transportation  was  appor- 
tioned between  states  on  the  same  basis  as  fuel.   Ibid. 

Bepairs  to  locomotives  and  cars  should  be  apportioned  between 

states  on  the  basis  of  locomotive  and  car  mileage.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  the  Commission  said :  '*It  is  probable  that  a 
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large  proportion  of  the  telegraph  expenses,  other  than  despatching, 
can  be  actually  located  by  states.  When  this  cannot  be  done,  the 
revenue  train  mileage  can  be  used  as  a  basis.  This  basis,  however, 
when  used  on  the  road  in  question,  will  probably  allot  to  Wisconsin 
a  larger  than  a  fair  proportion  of  this  expense.  The  reason  for  this 
is  tliat  this  cost  does  not  vary  in  the  same  proportions  as  the  variations 
in  the  business  done ;  nor  is  it  as  sensitive  in  this  respect  as  the  train 
mileage.  For  this  reason  the  track  mileage  would  probably  be  the 
best  unit  so  far  as  the  separation  by  states  is  concerned,  and  this 
seems  to  find  support  in  the  apportionment  submitted  by  the  road." 

That  part  of  train  despatching  which  cannot  be  separated  between 
states  may  be  fairly  apportioned  on  the  train-mileage  basis,  which 
is  a  good  unit  of  cost.    Ibid. 

Intrastate  business  should  be  charged  with  its  proportional  ex- 
penses of  commercial  agents  and  solicitors  employed  by  railroad  com- 
panies in  different  sections  of  the  country.  Re  Arkansas  Rate  Cases 
(1911)  187  Fed.  3^0. 

The  cost  of  stationery  and  printing  used  in  connection  with 
conducting  transportation  was  distributed  between  states  on  the 
revenue  train-mile  basis  in  Bnell  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co. 
(1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324. 

The  fairest  basis  for  an  arbitrary  apportionment  of  the  cost  of 
train  service  between  states  where  snch  an  apportionment  is  neces- 
sary is  undoubtedly  the  revenue  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

Train  mileage  may  be  a  fair  basis  upon  which  to  apportion  the 
cost  of  train  supplies  to  a  state.    Ibid. 

When  the  cost  of  switchmen  cannot  be  located  by  states,  the  appor- 
tionment may  be  made  on  either  the  switching  locomotive  mileage 
or  the  revenue  train-mileage  basis.    Ibid. 

When  the  cost  of  flagmen  cannot  be  located  by  states,  it  would 
be  fair  to  make  tlie  apportionment  on  the  basis  of  the  train  mileage. 
Ibid. 

The  coat  for  the  use  of  cars  and  locomotives  representing  the  use 
of  cars  interchanged  with  other  roads  on  a  mileage  or  per  diem  basis 
and  the  cost  of  equipment  hired  may  be  fairly  distributed  as  between 
states  on  the  revenue  train-mileage  basis,  since  they  are  closely  related 
to  trains  and  cars.    Ibid. 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
417,  it  was  said  that  advertising,  which  is  generally  classified  as  a 
passenger  account,  might  be  fairly  apportioned  to  a  state  on  the 
basis  either  of  the  revenue  train  mileage  or  the  passengers  actually 
handled  at  the  station,  both  of  which,  when  the  latter  item  is 
properly  adjusted,  agree  very  closely. 

The  outside  agency  account  which  includes  all  expenditures  for 
account  of  salaries  and  expenses  of  agents  engaged  exclusively  in 
the  procurement  of  competitive  business  could  fairly  be  apportioned 

P.U.R.1918C. 


372  ANNOTATION. 

between  the  states  either  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  train  mileage 
or  the  passengers  and  tonnage  handled.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case,  in  discussing  the  proper  basis  for  the  apportion- 
ment oi  watclimen  expenses  as  between  states,  the  Commission  said: 
''The  greater  part  can  be  actually  located  by  states.  When  not  so 
located  it  will  have  to  be  apportioned  upon  some  unit  of  service. 
While  it  does  not  depend  upon  the  revenue  train  mileage  or  the 
tonnage  actually  handled,  there  is  some  connection  between  it  and  the 
volume  of  the  traflBc.  For  it  can  be  fairly  said  that  states  with  a 
heavy  traffic  should  be  made  to  bear  a  greater  amount  per  mile  of 
road  for  watchmen,  than  states  with  a  much  lighter  traffic.  As  the 
revenue  train  mileage  is  affected  by  the  traffic,  it  might  be  fair  to 
base  the  apportionment  to  the  states  on  this  mileage/' 

Loss  and  damage  to  property  may  be  apportioned  over  the  whole 
line  as  between  states  on  some  such  basis  as  revenue  train  mileage. 
Ibid. 

It  would  seem  fair  to  distribute  the  cost  of  injury  to  persons 
between  states  in  proportion  to  the  revenue  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

Miscellaneous  expenses  may  be  apportioned  between  state  and 
interstate  traffic  on  the  basis  of  the  earnings  from  each  source.  Se 
Arkansas  Rate  Cases  (1911)  187  Fed.  290. 

e,  DiviHon  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic. 

The  freight  and  passenger  business  should  be  apportioned  in  pro- 
portion to  the  gross  revenue  produced  by  each.  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  B. 
Co.  V.  Love  (1910)  177  Fed.  493. 

In  its  first  annual  report  td  the  legislature  (1907)  the  New  York 
Commission,   Second  District,  said:     "Another  element,  and  one 
which  cannot  in  any  way  be  ignored,  is  the  cost  of  operation.    This 
the  public  must  pay  for.    If  the  sole  business  transacted  by  a  railroad 
were  the  transporting  of  passengers  wholly  within  the  state  of  New 
York,  this  question  of  cost  of  operation  would  be  very  simple.    The 
fact  is,  however,  that  it  is  very  complex.     The  reasons  why  it  is 
complex  are  numerous.    As  railroads  are  universally  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  both  freight  and  passengers,  a  large  proportion  of 
the  operating  expenses  incurred  by  railroad  corporations  is  chargeable 
both  to  freight  and  passenger  traffic.    The  expense  of  maintenance 
of  roadbed,  the  maintenance  of  terminals,  the  salaries  of  general 
officers  and  station  employees,  the  taxes,  general  expenses,  and  to 
some  extent  the  depreciation  account,  are  common  to  and  borne  by 
both  classes  of  business.    The  question  arises.  In  what  proportion 
should  the  same  be  home  by  passenger  and  what  by  freight  business.^ 
No  satisfactory  answer  to  this  question  has  yet  been  given,  and 
until  such  answer  is  given  the  actual  cost  of  carrying  passengers  is 
to  that  extent  unknown  to  both  the  railroad  corporations  and  the 
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Commission.  Opinions  vary^  arbitrary  methods  have  been  suggested, 
but,  so  far  as  we  are  adyised,  no  one  of  those  has  escaped  serious 
destructive  criticism.  A  large  proportion  of  the  passenger  business 
is  interstate  in  its  eharadery  and  OTer  this  the  state  authorities  have 
no  control.  This  traffic  is  carried  on  in  the  same  trains^  and  upon 
the  same  track,  with  the  intrastate  passenger  traffic.^' 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  E.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
340,  it  was  said :  Upon  the  question  of  determining  the  reasonable- 
ness of  passenger  rates — *Tiaving  arrived  at  the  gross  earnings,  oper- 
ating expenses,  and  net  revenue  derived  from  intrastate  traffic,  it 
became  necessary  to  determine  how  much  of  such  gross  income  ia 
derived  from  freight  traffic,  and  how  much  from  passenger,  mail, 
and  express  traffic,  and  what  the  expense,  as  nearly  as  can  be  ascer- 
tained, is  of  conducting  each  species  of  traffic.  The  method  pursued 
in  making  this  division  will  be  discussed  in  detail  later  in  this 
opinion.  No  result  can  be  arrived  at,  that  the  expert  accountant 
can,  or  will,  pronounce  absolutely  correct.  Some  expenses  are  com- 
mon to  both  classes  of  service,  and,  if  a  division  is  to  be  made,  must 
be  prorated  on  some  reasonable  basis,  which  may  be  more  or  less 
arbitrary.  The  case  is  not  different  from  that  of  the  manufacturer 
engaged  in  manufacturing  difFerent  articles.  He  seeks  to  ascertain 
what  each  article  costs  him,  so  that  he  may  know  at  what  price  he 
must  sell  to  make  a  profit.  He  may  be  able  to  tell  the  exact  cost 
of  the  labor  and  material  which  is  employed  to  produce  the  finished 
product,  but  he  has  his  insurance,  taxes,  office  expenses,  selling 
expenses,  and  interest  that  must  be  divided  between  the  different 
articles  on  some  basis,  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  ultimate  cost  of 
each  article  produced.  Slight  errors  may  creep  into  this  division 
of  expenses,  but,  on  the  whole,  a  result  can  be  arrived  at  that  answers 
all  practical  purposes.  So,  too,  with  the  freight  and  passenger  busi- 
ness of  a  railroad.  While  a  portion  of  the  expenses  only  can  be 
actually  separated,  for  practical  purposes  we  believe  a  substantially 
correct  division  can  be  made  of  the  remainder." 

In  the  same  case  it  is  also  said :  "While  the  train  mile  is  regarded 
as  the  unit  of  service  of  a  large  part  of  the  work  done  and  as  the 
miit  of  cost  of  a  considerable  proportion  of  the  expenses,  it  is  by  no 
means  always  a  perfect  unit  in  either  case.  The  thing  we  call  a 
train  varies  greatly.  In  some  cases  it  is  many  more  cars  and  many 
more  passengers  or  tons^  of  freight  than  in  others.  Some  trains  have 
only  one  locomotive,  others  have  two,  either  the  entire  distance  or 
for  some  portion  of  it.  The  cost  of  fuel  per  mile  is  greater  for  a 
heavy  than  for  a  light  train.  The  cost  of  both  fuel  and  locomotive 
service  is  greater  for  a  double-header  train  than  for  a  train  with  only 
one  locomotive,  unless  the  double-header  is  counted  for  two,  instead 
of  one,  train.  Except  in  cases  where  the  double-header  is  considered 
as  two  trains,  the  cost  of  the  train  service  remains  constant.    This 
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item  would  seem  to  be  no  greater  for  a  train  of  fifty  cars  than  for 
one  of  only  ten  cars.  When  the  entire  cost  of  running  a  train  is 
considered,  it  also  appears  that  a  part  of  this  cost  is  special  to  each 
car  and  to  each  locomotive,  and  a  part  to  the  train  as  a  whole.  On 
the  other  hand,  while  the  train,  and  consequently  the  train  mile,  is 
not  the  same  thing  at  all  times,  the  inequalities  in  the  same  seem  to 
offset  each  other  to  such  an  extent  that  what  may  be  called  an 
average  train  fairly  remains  the  same  from  one  year  to  another. 
The  number  of  train  miles  varies  with  the  volume  of  the  traffic, 
though  not  often  in  the  same  proportion,  but  the  average  train  load 
remains  fairly  constant.  Of  late  years  there  has  of  course  been  a 
tendency  toward  heavier  loading  of  the  cars  and  of  putting  more 
cars  into  the  trains.  This  has  resulted  in  an  increase  of  the  average 
train  load.  This  increase  in  the  average  train  load  has  been  gradual, 
and  does  not  materially  offset  the  proposition  that  the  average  train 
load  and  the  average  cost  per  train  mile  tend  to  constancy.'^ 

In  the  same  case  common  expenses  were  divided  between  freight 
and  passenger  traffic  business  on  the  following  bases:  Direct  ex- 
penses, or  that  portion  of  the  expenses  which  allot  themselves  between 
the  two  classes  of  traffic,  or  which  can  be  so  alloted  on  some  sound 
or  fair  basis;  revenue  train  mileage  in  the  two  departments;  gro^ 
earnings ;  modification  of  these  units  or  of  some  other  different  unit. 

The  Commission  took  the  position  that  general  expenses  should 
be  apportioned  as  between  the  freight  and  passenger  business,  either 
on  the  basis  of  the  respective  gross  earnings  or  on  the  basis  of  the 
total  expenses  of  operation.    Ibid. 

Common  expenses  for  which  no  better  unit  cannot  be  found  should 
be  distributed  about  equally  over  the  entire  system,  and  should  be 
allotted  to  passenger  and  freight  in  proportion  to  either  the  direct 
expenses,  or  on  the  basis  of  the  gross  earnings.    Ibid. 

The  revenue  train-mile  basis  of  apportioning  common  operating 
expenses  between  freight  and  passenger  business  was  adopted  in 
Trust  Co.  of  America  v.  Chicago,  P.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (1912)  199 
Fed.  593. 

In  the  Minnesota  Rate  Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  (1913)  230 
U.  S.  352,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1151,  33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep. 
729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18,  the  master  ascertained  the  total  expanse 
incurred  by  the  carrier  within  the  state.  This  expense  was  first 
divided  between  freight  and  passenger  business.  Those  items  of 
cost  which  were  directly  incurred  in  each  sort  of  business,  and  not 
common  to  both,  were  directly  assigned ;  and  such  items  were  found 
to  cover  about  60  per  cent  of  all  expenses.  The  remaining  items, 
those  of  common  expense,  were  divided  between  the  freight  and 
passenger  business  upon  the  relation  as  to  most  of  them,  of  revenue 
train  miles,  and  as  to  the  others  of  revenue  engine  miles.  Tlie  court 
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expressed  no  opinion  as  to  the  method  adopted  in  the  lower  court 
for  dividing  expenses  between  the  freight  and  passenger  business. 

The  cost  of  maintenance  of  plant  is  constant  and  can  justly  be 
divided  between  the  different  kinds  of  traffic  in  proportion  to  their 
volume.    Northern  P.  R.  Co.  v.  Keyes  (1899)  91  Fed.  47. 

In  the  apportionment  of  expense  between  freight  and  passenger 
traffic,  it  is  incorrect  to  charge  the  passeoger  traffic  with  55  per  cent 
of  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  rails.  Buell  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St. 
P.  R.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324.  In  this  case  the  reasons  are 
given  that  an  average  passenger-train  mile  is^  on  the  whole,  less 
injurious  to  the  rail  and  track  than  an  average  freight-train  mile. 

Where  the  amount  to  be  paid  as  rental  for  railroad  terminal  de- 
pends entirely  upon  the  number  of  passengers  carried,  it  is  not  to  be 
considered  as  part  of  the  general  operating  expenses  to  be  placed  on 
the  entire  road.  People  ex  rel.  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  v.  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  (1914)  159  App.  Div.  531,  145  N.  Y.  Supp. 
603. 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  324, 
483,  the  Commission  said:  'Without  going  into  details  it  may  be 
maintained  that  the  interest  on  the  investment  should  be  borne  by 
each  branch  of  the  traffic,  either  in  proportion  to  the  operating  ex- 
penses proper  or  on  the  basis  of  the  cost, — the  value  of  the  property 
which  is  employed  in  each  branch  of  the  service.  The  interest  on 
the  investment  can  be  apportioned  in  the  same  manner  as  taxes  were 
distributed,  which  has  been  fully  explained  under  taxes,  as  well  as 
elsewhere  in  this  analysis.  It  should  be  said,  however,  that,  as  shown 
under  taxes,  there  appears  to  be  a  remarkably  close  relation  between 
the  passenger  proportion  of  the  operating  expenses  and  the  passenger 
proportion  of  that  part  of  the  cost  value  of  the  property  which  is 
used  in  connection  with  the  passenger  department.  Instead  of 
adopting  this  basis,  however,  it  is  thought  fairer  in  this  case  to 
base  the  apportionment  upon  the  gross  earnings.'* 

In  regard  to  taxes,  the  Commission  said:  "When  the  taxes  are 
levied  on  the  ad  valorem  basis,  they  ought  to  be  distributed  between 
the  departments  on  the  basis  of  the  cost,  or  on  a  fair  valuation  of  the 
property  devoted  to  each  department.  If  the  taxes  are  levied  on  the 
basis  of  the  investment  or  of  the  property  which  the  investment 
represents,  it  would  seem  fair  that  they  should  be  distributed  on  the 
same  basis.  This  method  is  logical,  but  it  cannot  often  be  applied ; 
for  the  reason  that  it  is  not  always  possible  to  actually  separate  the 
investments  by  departments  or  by  the  work  performed  in  them, 
owing  to  the  intimate  or  even  inseparable  relation  which  exists  be- 
tween the  different  departments  and  the  plant  as  a  whole,  and  between 
the  work  performed  in  them  and  work  or  services  that  are  performed 
by  the  entire  establishment.  In  view  of  this  fact,  the  most  available 
method  upon  which  to  distribute  such  items  as  taxes  is  often  that 

P.U.R.1918C. 


376  '  ANNOTATION. 

under  which  they  are  allotted  between  passenger  and  freight  in  pro- 
portion to  the  direct  or  total  operating  expenses  in  the  two  eases." 

Repairs  of  workshops,  superintendence,  ^ops,  and  machinery,  sta- 
tionery and  printing,  and  other  general  expenses,  connected  with  the 
maintenance  of  equipment,  which  do  not  depend  upon  mileage, 
should  be  apportioned  as  between  freight  and  passenger  business, 
either  in  proportion  to  the  direct  expenses  or  on  the  basis  of  the 
gross  earnings.    Ibid. 

The  basis  of  apportionment  of  the  entire  expense  of  maintenance 
of  rails  should  be  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

In  the  apportionment  of  the  expenses  which  depend  upon  the 
train  mile,  the  switching  mileage  should  be  included  in  the  freight- 
train  mileage;  and,  in  apportioning  those  expenses  which  depend 
upon  the  cost  of  train  mileage,  the  cost  of  the  switching  mileage 
should  be  included  in  the  cost  of  the  freight-train  mileage.  Ibid. 

Ten  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  tracks  and  bridges 
should  be  apportioned  on  the  train-mileage  basis.    Ibid. 

Repairs  to  locomotives  and  cars  should  be  apportioned  between 
freight  and  passenger  service  on  the  basis  of  the  car  miles.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  the  Commission  said  that  the  greater  part  of  the 
cost  of  the  traffic  can  be  actually  separated  between  passenger  and 
freight.  That  part  which  was  not  separable  should  be  apportioned 
on  the  direct  cost  of  handling  the  business.  "Whether  this  cost," 
said  the  Commission,  "should  consist  of  all  train,  switching,  and 
station  expenses,  or  whether  switching  should  be  omitted,  was  not 
entirely  clear."  Switching  was  excluded  by  the  Commission,  and  the 
apportionment  based  on  the  train  and  station  service  only. 

The  cost  of  officers  in  the  transportation  department  whose  duties 
are  not  confined  to  train  movement  should  be  apportioned  between 
passenger  and  freight  on  the  basis  of  either  the  train,  loconiotive,  and 
station  service  and  expenses,  or  on  all  the  expenses  conducting  trans- 
portation which  can  be  actually  separated.  The  former  is  perhaps 
the  better  of  these  two  bases.    Ibid. 

As  the  telegraph  expense  outside  of  despatching  is  an  indirect 
expense  upon  the  business  as  a  whole,  the  fairest  method  under 
which  it  can  be  separated  for  the  passenger  and  freight  departments 
is,  perhaps,  the  direct  expense  of  handling  the  traffic.  In  other 
words,  it  should  be  apportioned  on  the  same  basis  as  the  train, 
switching,  and  station-service  expenses.  In  this  instance  the  pas- 
senger part  is,  as  stated,  about  20.62  per  cent,  or  in  round  figures 
21  per  cent.  The  total  cost  of  telegraph  service  was  divided  equally 
between  despatching  and  other  expenses.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  the  Commission  said :  "Under  some  svstems  of 
cost  accounting  the  indirect  costs  are  apportioned  between  the  de- 
partments upon  that  part  of  the  direct  cost  to  which  they  bear  the 
closest  relation.    Under  this  rule  the  cost  of  train  despatching  should 

P.U.R.1918C. 


ANNOTATION.  377 

be  apportioned  between  passenger  and  freight  on  the  same  basis  as 
the  cost  of  the  train  service,  including  the  locomotive  service  and 
expenses;  the  passenger  proportion  of  which  amounts  to  about  29.80 
per  cent/' 

The  cost  of  train  masters  and  other  officers  whose  duties  are  con- 
fined to  train  movements  should  be  apportioned  between  passenger 
and  freight  on  the  direct  cost  of  running  these  two  classes  of  trains ; 
that  is,  on  the  train  service  including  the  locomotive  service  and  ex- 
penses.   Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  the  Commission  said  that  neither  the  gross  earn- 
ings nor  the  revenue  train  mileage  is  the  best  method  of  apportion- 
ing the  rents  of  buildings  of  other  property  between  the  freight  and 
passenger  business.  "We  must  fall  back  upon  the  rule  of  apportion- 
ing indirect  expenses  on  the  basis  of  the  direct  ones/'  said  the  Com- 
mission. "In  this  instance,  the  direct  expenses  embrace  the  cost 
of  handling  the  traffic  at  the  stations  and  moving  it  between  them ; 
that  is  the  train  service  and  expenses.^' 

The  distribution  of  watchmen  expenses  between  freight  and  pas- 
senger service  should  be  made  upon  the  same  basis  as  for  the  cost 
of  train  switching  and  station  service,  and  on  the  other  direct  ex- 
penses; or  it  may  be  made  on  the  basis  of  gross  earnings.    Ibid. 

The  Commission  in  this  case  disregarded  the  company's  appor- 
tionment of  station  services  between  freight  and  passenger  service 
on  the  revenue  train-mile  basis,  and  allotted  15  per  cent  of  that  por- 
tion of  such  expenses  which  could  not  be  directly  charged  to  each 
traffic  to  the  passenger  service,  and  85  per  cent  to  the  freight  service. 

The  account  of  outside  agencies  was  apportioned  between  freight 
and  passenger  traffic  on  the  basis  of  the  cost  of  handling  the  traffic 
at  stations  and  moving  it  between  terminals.    Ibid. 

The  train-mile  basis  was  adopted  for  apportioning  the  expense  of 
clearing  wrecks,  without  including  the  switching  mileage,  although 
this  method  might  allot  to  the  passenger  traffic  more  than  a  fair 
share  of  this  expense.    Ibid. 

It  would  seem  fair  to  apportion  the  costs  of  injuries  to  persons  be- 
tween freight,  passenger,  and  switching  in  proportion  to  the  train 
mileage  in  each  case.  Possibly  the  locomotive  mileage  would  be  a 
more  direct  basis  than  the  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

Inseparable  items  of  loss  or  damage  to  property  may  be  separated 
as  between  the  freight  and  passenger  business  on  the  basis  of  the 
direct  expense  or  on  the  train  mileage.    Ibid. 

The  cost  of  flagmen  is  a  fixed  charge,  rather  than  a  direct  expense 
upon  these  movements.  For  these  and  other  reasons  it  is  more 
logical  to  apportion  this  item  between  passenger  and  freight  on  the 
basis  of  the  train  and  switching  mileage.    Ibid. 

In  apportioning  the  expense  of  engineers  and  firemen,  the  average 
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cost  per  Icx^omotive  mile  for  caeli  service  was  ascertained  and  ap- 
plied to  the  locomotive  mileage  for  the  state  of  Wisconsin.    Ibid. 

In  apportioning  the  cost  of  roundhouse  men,  the  cost  for  the  whole 
line  was  distributed  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  locomotives  in 
service,  and  allotted  to  Wisconsin  in  proportion  to  the  respective  loco- 
motive mileage.    Ibid. 

The  cost  of  water  supply  in  conducting  transportation  was  appor- 
tioned between  the  freight  and  passenger  business  on  the  same  basis 
as  coal.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  the  company  apportioned  the  cost  of  train  sup- 
plies as  between  passenger  and  freight  in  proportion  to  the  revenue 
train  mileage.  The  Commission  said  that  this  might  be  correct  or 
not ;  but  as  the  total  expense  was  comparatively  small  and  a  change 
of  basis  would  not  greatly  affect  the  final  result,  the  figures  of  the 
company  were  allowed  to  stand. 

The  Commission  also  said  that  it  is  difiScult  to  discover  or  devise 
any  fair  unit  upon  which  the  cost  of  train  service  can  be  arbitrarilj 
apportioned  between  the  two  classes  of  traflSc.  The  revenue  train- 
mileage  basis  adopted  by  the  company  was  said  to  be  defective,  in- 
asmuch as  it  allotted  just  as  much  to  eftch  passenger-train  mile  as 
freight-train  mile.  The  adjustment  was  made  in  the  case  before 
the  Commission  on  a  cost  basis  of  6.815  cents  per  passenger-train 
mile,  and  10.538  cents  per  freight-train  mile. 

And  that  since  the  trafiic  department  is  exclusively  engaged  in 
securing  business  for  the  road,  it  might  be  held  that  the  cost  of  this 
department  should  be  distributed  on  the  basis  of  the  revenue  derived 
from  this  business,  or  in  proportion  to  the  respective  gross  earnings 
of  the  freight  and  passenger  departments.  The  Commission  de- 
clared that  there  is  a  great  deal  to  be  said  in  support  of  this  position, 
and  allowed  the  apportionment  in  the  case  before  it  to  be  made 
on  that  basis. 

The  Commission  favored  an  apportionment  of  stationery  and 
printing  costs  in  connection  with  conducting  transportation  on  the 
basis  of  the  train  and  station  expenses.    Ibid. 

The  Commission  said  that  the  apportionment  of  *'other  expenses" 
of  conducting  transportation,  which  included  various  miscellaneous 
expenses,  should  be  either  in  proportion  to  the  direct  expense  or  in 
proportion  to  the  gross  earnings.  The  Commission  favored  the  ap- 
portionment in  proportion  to  the  direct  expenses  for  the  cost  of  train 
movement,  switching  service,  and  station  service.    Ibid. 

One  third  of  the  expense  of  the  maintenance  of  ties  should  be  ap- 
portioned on  the  train-mileage  basis.    Ibid. 

Ten  per  cent  of  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  roadway  should  be  ap- 
portioned on  the  train-mile  basis.    Ibid. 

In  the  same  case  it  was  said:    'T[t  also  seems  that  less  than  50 

ver  cent  of  the  cost  of  maintenance  of  ties  is  due  to  the  traffic.  The 
P.U.R.1918C. 


ANNOTATION.  379 

effect  of  the  elements  ^ eems  to  be  greater  than  in  case  of  the  road- 
uray.  Woodlock  holds  that  not  more  than  one  third  of  the  wear  and 
tear  of  ties  should  be  charged  against  the  traffic.  Other  authorities^ 
while  not  giving  exact  figures^  do  not  place  it  above  this  figure.  The 
effect  upon  the  life  of  a  tie  of  the  use  of  preservative  processes  a!  o 
indicates  that  a  much  greater  proportion  of  this  cost  is  due  to 
natural  depreciation  than  to  actual  wear.  To  charge  from  one  fourth 
to  one  third  of  this  cost  to  the  traffic,  and  three  fourths  to  two 
thirds  to  natural  depreciation,  would  certainly  seem  to  be  fair.^ 

The  receipts  from  interstate  traffic  should  be  allotted  on  the  basis 
of  the  length  of  the  haul  within  each  state.  Be  Minneapolis,  St.  P. 
&  S.  Ste.  M.  E.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  R.  C.  540. 

d.  DivMan  between  departments. 

Wliere  the  company  made  no  separation  in  its  report  of  the  ex- 
penses of  superintendence  of  conducting  transportation  as  between 
the  operating  and  traffic  department,  the  Commission  divided  the 
account  equally  between  the  two  departments.  Buell  v.  Chicago,  M. 
&  St.  P.  E.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  E.  C.  324. 

e.   Unit  costs. 

In  Buell  V.  Chicago,  M.  A  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1907)  1  Wis.  H.  C.  324, 
346,  it  is  said :  "The  most  important  single  factor  in  the  fixing  of  a 
rate  of  transportation  is  the  cost  of  service.  To  ascertain  this  cost  per 
unit  of  transportation  for  each  class  of  service  is  a  difficult  matter. 
It  involves  the  assets  and  liabilities  of  the  company,  its  earnings 
and  operating  expenses,  and  the  apportionment  of  the  same  between 
the  diflFerent  classes  of  traffic.  The  terminal  expenses  must  be 
separated  from  the  movement  expenses,  and  the  difference  between 
the  cost  for  the  local  and  through  service  must  be  ascertained.  When 
these  and  other  elements  of  a  similar  character  have  been  determined, 
it  becomes  necessary  to  so  adjust  them  that  they  can  be  properly 
prorated  upon  the  various  units  of  transportation  as  well  as  upon 
the  various  units  of  service.  To  this  end  a  large  mass  of  other  operat- 
ing statistics  are  also  required,  which  in  turn  must  be  classified  and 
adjusted  to  {he  proper  basis." 

In  Webster  Mfg.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  St.  P.  M.  &  0.  E.  Co.  (1910)  5 
Wis:  E.  C.  95,  96,  it  is  said :  ^*The  total  amount  for  each  depart- 
ment in  turn  should  be  so  distributed  over  the  units  of  service  per- 
formed by  the  same  that  each  unit  is  made  to  bear  its  just  propor- 
tion of  this  total,  which  proportion  is  best  measured  by  the  cost  of 
the  service  to  the  carrier,  when  this  cost  is  modified  by  what  the 
traffic  can  fairly  bear,  or  by  the  value  and  character  of  the  articles 
transported,  and  by  commercial  and  competitive  conditions." 

The  total  amount  which  is  required  to  cover  the  cost  of  operation, 
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including  returns  on  the  investment,  should  bo  distributed  over  the 
various  departments  or  branches  of  the  service  in  such  a  manner 
that  each  department  is  made  to  bear  its  just,  fair,  and  proper  share 
of  the  same.  Under  normal  conditions  this  share  is  largely  measured 
by  the  cost  of  each  department  to  the  carrier.    Ibid. 

In  Paxton  &  L.  Co.  v.  Mattoon  E.  Co.  (1910)  5  Wis.  R.  C.  531, 
542,  it  is  said :  ^^In  distributing  these  costs  upon  the  units  of  trans- 
portation,  it  is  necessary  to  take  into  account  the  respective  propor- 
tions of  the  terminal  and  movement  expenses,  the  quantity  trans- 
ported, the  value,  relative  weight,  and  risks  involved  for  each  of 
the  various  classes  of  freight,  the  loading  per  car,  the  gross  tonnage 
of  both  pay  and  dead  weight,  the  difference  in  the  cost  as  between 
local  and  through  trains,  and  many  other  elements  of  this  nature. 
It  is  obvious  that,  in  calculations  into  which  so  manv  factors  enter 
as  is  the  case  here,  only  approximately  correct  results  can  be  ob- 
tained. At  the  same  time  it  has  been  demonstrated  that  the  true 
cost  per  unit  for  each  class  can  be  obtained  closely  enough  for  most 
practical  purposes." 

In  determining  the  cost  per  unit  of  traffic,  the  total  expenses  must 
be  apportioned  among  the  various  branches  of  the  service.  Ringle  v. 
Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (1911)  7  Wis.  R.  C.  182. 

As  the  cost  per  unit  of  traffic  is  made  up  of  the  expenses  of  hand- 
ling the  traffic  at  the  terminals  and  the  .expenses  of  moving  it  be- 
tween the  terminals,  it  is  necessary  to  apportion  the  expenses  for 
each  branch  between  terminals  and  the  movement  expenses.    Ibid. 

The  proper  unit  for  the  terminal  expenses  is  the  ton  through  the 
loaded  car.  The  proper  unit  for  the  movement  expenses  is  the  ton 
per  mile,  Ibid. 

For  apportionment  between  freight  and  passenger  traffic  and  be- 
tween coal  and  other  freight,  see  Illinois  !Mfrs.  Asso.  v.  Baltimore  & 
0.  S.  W.  R.  Co.  (1910)  111.  R.  &  W.  C.  D.  329, 

/.  Joint  costs. 

One  principal  element  determining  the  fair  and  equitable  basis 

for  the  division  of  a  joint  rate  between  two  carriers  is  the  relative 

cost  to  each  of  performing  the  service  for  which  the  i:^te  is  paid. 

]\rnrrav'8  Line  v.  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  (1909)  2  P.  S.  C.  (2d  Dist.  N. 

Y.)  127. 
P.U.R.1918a 
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COIiORADO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

AZTEC  COAL  MINING  COMPANY 

V. 

COLORADO  &  SOUTHERN  RAILWAY  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Case  No.  148.] 

Service  —  Jurisdiction  of  CommisMon  —  Distrihution  of  coal  cars  — 
Intrastate, 

1.  The  Colorado  CommiBsion  has  jurisdiction  OTer  the  distribution 
of  coal  cars  of  an  interstate  carrier  within  the  state,  subject  to  such 
measures  as  Federal  authorities  may  take  to  protect  interstate  com- 
merce. 

Commissions  —  Jurisdiction  ^  Railroads  —  Federal    control  ^  Effect. 

2.  Railroad  systems,  even  though  under  control  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment under  the  emergency  war  measure,  remain  subject  to  all  exist- 
ing state  statutes  and  regulation  by  state  commissions,  until  such  time 
as  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  determines  to  the  contrary. 

Service  ^  Jurisdiction    of    Commission  ^  Coal    car    distributions  — 
Idle-hour  rules  — >  Joint  car  distrihtiter, 

3.  The  establishment  of  a  joint  distributer  for  coal  cars  imder  the 
'idle-hour"  rules,  in  lieu  of  the  chief  despatchers  of  each  carrier,  is  a 
question  involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  rules  which  is  a  matter  to 
be  determined  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

[March  8,  1918.] 

Complaint  against  carriers  for  their  failure  to  observe  and 
enforce  "idle-honr"  rules  for  distribution  of  coal  cars  and  for 
alleged  discriminatory  practices  in  apportioning  cars  between 
coal  fields;  order  requiring  defendants  to  furnish  adequate 
switching  and  service  facilities  to  the  coal  mines  included  with 
^idle-hour"  rules;  ordering  a  more  careful  adherence  to  certain 
of  the  rules  providing  for  car  shortage  adjustments ;  suggesting 
co-operative  measures  on  the  part  of  carriers  and  shippers;  re- 
<]uiring  that  train  conductors  be  prevented  from  making  inde- 
jiendent  car  distribution,  and  recommending  that  a  joint  agency 
of  the  defendants  be  established  at  Walsenburg. 

Appearances :  Messrs.  Carle  Whitehead  and  A.  L.  Vogl  for  the 
complainants;  Messrs.  E.  E.  Whitted,  A.  S.  Brooks,  and  B.  B. 
Greer  for  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway  Company;  Messrs. 
E.  If.  Clark  and  J.  Q.  McMurry  for  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande 
Railroad  Company. 
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By  the  Commission:  On  December  27,  1917,  the  complain- 
ants, the  Aztec  Coal  Mining  Company,  operating  the  Toltec 
mine;  the  Big  Four  Coal  &  Coke  Company,  operating  the  Big 
Four  Mine;  the  Black  Canon  Coal  &  Fuel  Company,  operating 
the  Caddell  mine;  the  Huerfano  Coal  Company,  operating  the 
Mutual  &  Ludlow  mines ;  the  Monument  Valley  Fuel  Companv, 
operating  the  Larimore  mine;  and  the  Sunnyside  Coal  Mining 
Company,  operating  the  Sunnyside  mine, — filed  their  joint  com- 
plaint, alleging  that  these  companies  are,  respectively,  operat- 
ing the  coal  mines  above  described  in  the  Walsenburg  district  of 
Colorado,  and  that  the  Huerfano  Coal  Company  is  also  engaged 
in  mining  coal  in  the  Trinidad  district. 

The  complaint  alleges  in  substance  that  the  defendants  are 
common  carriers  engaged  in  the  transportation  of  coal  by  steam 
railroad  from  the  mines  in  said  districts  to  various  points  in 
Colorado,  and  defendant,  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway  Com- 
pany is  also  engaged  in  such  transportation  from  the  northern 
coal  fields  in  Boulder  and  Weld  counties,  Colorado ;  that  defend- 
ants for  several  months  have  failed  to  furnish  sufficient  cars  to 
keep  complainants'  mines  in  operation,  and  by  reason  thereof 
complainants  have  been  unable  to  keep  their  mines  in  steady  op- 
(^ration  and  fill  their  orders,  and  have  closed  their  mines  from 
time  to  time,  thus  preventing  complainants  from  producing  the 
coal  to  meet  their  demands ;  that  in  July,  1912,  defendants  made 
rules  governing  distribution  of  cars  to  mines  in  said  districts^ 
which  rules  are  generally  known  as  the  "idle-hour"  basis;  that 
for  several  months  defendants  have  failed  to  observe  and  enforce 
such  rules,  and  have  distributed  cars  contrary  thereto  so  that  dis- 
crimination has  resulted ;  that  defendant  the  Colorado  &  Southern 
Railway  Company  has  given  undue  preference  to  the  northern 
fields  in  the  matter  of  furnishing  cars,  and  has  discriminated 
against  the  Walsenburg  and  Trinidad  districts,  with  the  result 
that  mines  in  the  northern  fields  have  operated  more  steadily  tod 
more  hours  than  have  the  mines  of  complainants. 

Relief  is  prayed  that  defendants  be  required  to  strictly  observe 
and  enforce  said  rules ;  that  they  be  required  to  adopt  such  further 
rules  as  may  be  necessary  to  insure  distribution  of  cars  in  con- 
formity with  such  rules ;  that  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway 
Company  be  required  to  cease  and  desist  from  discriminating  in 
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favor  of  the  nunes  in  the  northern  fields  as  against  the  mines  in 
the  sonthern  fields;  and  that  the  defendants  be  required  to  es- 
tablish such  rules  as  may  be  necessary  to  prevent  discrimination 
in  car  distribution  in  favor  of  the  northern  fields. 

[1,  2]  The  answer  of  defendant  the  Denver  &  Eio  Grande 
Eailroad  Company,  which  is  hereafter  referred  to  as  the  Denver 
&  Rio  Grande,  alleges  in  substance  that  the  complainants  ship 
coal  to  points  within,  and  to  points  without,  the  state  of  Colorado, 
and  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  has  transported  coal,  during  the 
times  mentioned  in  the  complaint,  from  some  of  complainants^ 
mines  to  points  located  within  and  points  located  without  the 
state  of  Colorado;  that  it  has  furnished  all  its  available  equip- 
ment of  cars  and  has  performed  its  duty  in  supplying  all  mines 
served  by  it.  In  its  answer  the  Denver  &  Eio  Grande  admits  the 
establishment  of  the  "idle-hour"  rules,  and  denies  any  failure 
to  observe  or  enforce  them,  or  any  discrimination  or  preference 
in  favor  of  any  mine ;  that  the  rules  above  mentioned  were  adopt- 
ed in  1912  by  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  at  the  suggestion  of  the 
Interstate  Conomerce  Commission,  which  supervises  them.  Thi? 
defendant  alleges  in  its  answer  that  the  United  States  govern- 
ment, through  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  has  taken 
jurisdiction  of  all  cars  in  coal  trafiic  in  said  districts,  and  that 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of  Colorado  has  no 
jurisdiction  to  regulate  such  distribution  in  any  particular ;  that 
the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande  and  its  equipment  are  now  under 
control  of  the  Federal  government,  as  is  also  the  equipment  of 
the  other  carriers,  and  that  it  is  therefore  impossible  for  the 
Denver  &  Rio  Grande  to  respond  to  any  rules  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of  Colorado. 

The  answer  of  the  defendant  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway 
Company,  which  is  hereafter  referred  to  as  the  Colorado  &  South- 
em,  admits  the  making  of  the  "idle-hour"  rules,  and  makes  the 
same  denials  as  the  Denver  &  pio  Grande. 

The  Denver  &  Rio  Grande,  in  its  answer  and  at  the  opening 
of  the  case,  contended  that  this  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction 
over  the  distribution  of  coal  cars  of  an  interstate  carrier  in  the 
state  of  Colorado,  for  the  reason  "that  the  United  States  govern- 
ment, through  the  Interstate  Conmierce  Commission,  has  taken 
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jurisdiction  of  the  distribution  of  all  cars  engaged  in  coal  trafBc 
in  said  districts." 

This  contention  is  not  correct,  as  the  Public  Utilities  Commis- 
sion has  jurisdiction  over  such  portion  of  the  commerce  within 
this  state  as  is  purely  intrastate,  subject  to  such  measures  as 
Federal  authorities  may  take  to  protect  interstate  commerce. 
The  fact  that  the  carrier  is  engaged  in  both  interstate  and  intra- 
state commerce  does  not  prevent  this  Commission  from  enforcing 
the  provisions  of  the  Colorado  law  applying  to  intrastate  traffic, 
and  which  indirectly  affect  the  interstate  portion,  in  the  absence 
of  action  by  Congress  or  its  agency,  providing  a  burden  is  not  put 
upon  interstate  commerce.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission 
v.  Baltimore  &  O.  S.  W.  R.  Co.  281  111.  405,  P.U.R.1918B,  655, 
118  N.  E.  81 ;  12  C.  J.  pp.  70,  71. 

The  Denver  &  Eio  Grande  further  objects  that  it,  and  all  other 
common  carriers,  are  now  under  the  specific  and  exclusive  con- 
trol of  the  Federal  government,  and  that  it  cannot  respond  to  any 
rules  of  this  Commission.  This  position  is  likewise  unfounded, 
for  the  reason  that,  until  the  Director  Oeneral  of  Railroads  by 
order  otherwise  specifically  determines,  the  transportation  sys- 
tems remain  subject  to  all  existing  state  statutes  and  orders  of 
state  regulating  commissions.  Both  objections  as  to  jurisdiction 
are  therefore  overruled. 

The  complaint  herein  is  not  against  the  "idle-hour''  rules,  but 
is,  instead,  that  such  rules  are  not  fairly  administered.  The 
Commission  holds  that  it  will  not  undertake  to  institute  any  new 
rules  respecting  car  distribution  in  this  case,  and  will  c(mfine 
itself  to  the  two  questions  presented, — first,  all^;ed  nonenforce- 
ment  of  and  noncompliance  with  the  "idle-hour"  rules  as  affect- 
ing intrastate  traffic  in  Colorado;  and,  second,  alleged  discrimina- 
tion in  car  distribution  in  favor  of  the  northern  coal  fields  as 
against  the  southern  coal  fields  in  Colorado. 

The  "idle-hour"  rules  were  adopted  shortly  after  the  decision 
made  by  the  Interstate  Commet^ce  Commission  in  the  case  of 
Colorado  Coal  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co.  23  Inters. 
Com.  Rep.  458,  and  are  described  in  the  decision  of  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  in  the  case  of  the  Huerfano  Coal 
Co.  V.  Colorado  &  S.  E.  R.  Co.  28  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  502,  as  fol- 
lows: "These  rules  distribute  cars  on  what  is  known  as  the  'idle- 
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liour  system/  The  aim  is  that  all  the  mines  affected  shall  work 
the  same  number  of  hours  per  calendar  week.  Reports  are  made 
weekly  to  the  carriers  by  the  operators,  showing  the  time  lost,  if 
any,  on  account  of  failure  of  car  supply.  Whenever  it  appears 
that,  by  reason  of  such  failure,  any  mine  has  had  more  idle  hours 
than  any  other  mine,  the  basis  of  distribution  is  immediately  so 
modified  as  to  equalize  the  number  of  idle  hours  during  the  next 
ensuing  week." 

This  cause  came  on  for  hearing  at  the  hearing  room  of  the 
Commission,  in  the  State  Capitol  Building,  Denver,  Colorado,  on 
the  6th  and  7th  days  of  February,  1918. 

The  mines  within  the  rules  are  aU  those  mines  in  Huerfano 
and  Las  Animas  counties,  Colorado,  upon  the  tracks  of  the  Colo- 
rado &  Southern,  the  Colorado  &  Southeastern,  and  the  Colorado 
&  Wyoming,  and  upon  the  tracks  of  the  Denver  &  Rio  Grande 
between  Trinidad,  Walsenburg,  and  Southern  Junction,  includ- 
ing the  line  between  Walsenburg  and  a  point  3  miles  west  of 
Walsenburg  to  La  Veta,  and  all  branches  of  the  Denver  &  Rio 
Grande  between  the  points  above  specified.  Since  the  rules  were 
made  the  Ojo  and  Oakdale  mines  have  been  brought  under  the 
operation  of  the  rules. 

[3]  The  mines  of  the  complaining  operators  are  all  situated 
in  the  Walsenburg  district  except  that  the  Huerfano  Coal  Com- 
pany also  operates  in  the  Trinidad  district.  It  appears  here,  as 
it  did  in  the  original  case  before  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, Colorado  Coal  Trafiic  Asso.  v.  Denver  &  R.  G.  R.  Co. 
supra,  that  except  during  times  of  car  shortage  there  is  little  com- 
plaint. The  evidence  of  complaints  with  reference  to  noncompli- 
ance with  the  rules  shows  that  a  serious  car  shortage  existed  in 
these  fields  from  the  latter  part  of  September,  1917,  to  the  early 
part  of  January,  1918 ;  that  during  this  period  there  was  lack 
of  co-operation  under  the.  rules  between  the  defendants  in  this 
cause ;  that  the  mines  on  the  Colorado  &  Southern  had  the  advan- 
tage of  the  car  distribution;  also  that  train  conductors  directed 
some  of  the  distribution.  Exhibits  were  presented,  compiled 
from  idle-hour  records,  indicating  that  certain  mines  of  complain- 
ants and  others  had  not  made  up  during  the  second  week,  or  at 
all,  inequalities  occurring  during  the  preceding  week,  and  show- 
ing considerable  discrepancy  in  the  matter  of  idle  hours  among 
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mines  working  on  domestic  ooal;  that  the  conditions  were  very 
good  at  the  date  of  the  hearing, — February  6,  1918,  There  was 
considerable  evidence  as  to  the  desirability  of  a  joint  distribution 
of  cars. 

After  consideration  of  the  "idle-hour"  rules  the  Commission  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  establishment  of  a  joint  distributer,  in 
lieu  of  the  chief  despatchers  of  each  railroad,  who,  under  the 
rules,  now  have  direct  charge  of  the  distribution  of  cars,  and  are 
supposed  to  co-operate  in  such  distribution,  would  be  such  a 
change  of  the  rules  as  to  amount  to  an  administrative  question 
involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  rules,  which  is  a  matter  for 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  determine.  Pennsvl- 
vania  E.  Co.  v.  Puritan  Coal  Min.  Co.  287  U.  S.  121,  59  L  ©i 
867,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  484. 

The  carriers  produced  evidence  to  show  a  normal,  first-class 
car  supply  at  the  date  of  the  hearing,  and  a  lack  of  cars  from  con- 
nections during  the  shortage  period ;  that  the  rules  were  adhered 
to  and  enforced  as  closely  as  possible;  that  in  some  instances 
train  conductors  had  directed  car  distribution ;  that  any  trouble 
which  might  have  occurred  was  due  to  car  shortage;  that  the 
mines  have  not  co-operated  fully  with  the  carriers,  but  have  done 
so  generally ;  that  the  rule  is  to  set  cars  at  far  as  possible  by  7 :30 
A.  M. ;  that  the  Colorado  &  Southern  and  the  Denver  &  Rio- 
Grande  do  co-operate  in  the  car  distribution  under  the  rules ;  that 
car  distribution  by  a  joint  distributer  is  not  feasible,  but  that  the 
establishment  of  a  joint  agent  at  Walsenburg  is  under  considera- 
tion ;  that  there  has  been  a  bona  fide  effort  under  rule  9  to  adjust, 
during  the  second  week,  inequalities  occurring  during  the  first 
wedk ;  that  some  mines  have  a  disability  on  account  of  not  being^ 
equipped  to  use  certain  kinds  of  cars ;  that  after  conferences  with 
the  Commission  the  carriers  had  endeavored  to  set  cars  regularly 
each  day  before  the  men  went  to  work  at  the  mines. 

It  appears  from  the  record  that  during  the  period  from  "So- 
vember  1, 1917,  to  January  1, 1918,  the  complainants  and  certain 
other  mines  had  d  considerably  larger  number  of  idle  hours  over 
other  mines  producing  the  same  character  of  coaL  It  also  ap-^ 
pears  there  should  be  closer  co-operation  between  the  Denver  & 
Rio  Grande  and  the  Colorado  &  Southern  in  the  observance  of 
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the  ^'idle-hour"  rules,  and  that  there  have  been  some  diff^ences 
in  interpretation  of  the  rules  among  carriers  and  operators. 

The  Commissign  is  of  the  opinion  that  a  joint  agency  of  the 
Colorado  &  Southern  and  the  Denver  &  Bio  Grande  at  Walsen- 
burg  would  tend  to  simplify  matters  of  car  distribution  and  pro- 
mote a  more  equal  distribution  in  these  fields ;  that  the  mine  op- 
erators should  strictly  observe  the  rules  requiring  information 
from  them  to  the  railroads;  that  additional  equipment  when  re- 
quired should  be  used  to  keep  up  switching  facilities;  that  the 
railroads  should  endeavor  to  get  cars  to  the  mines  before  7:30 
A.  M.,  that  in  no  case  should  distribution  be  left  to  train  conduce 
tors,  but  the  chief  despatchers  should  see  that  employees  under 
them  conform  to  the  "idle-hour"  basis. 

On  the  second  question — as  to  alleged  discrimination  against 
the  southern  fields  and  in  favor  of  the  northern  fields — the  evi- 
dence shows  that  most  of  the  coal  from  the  northern  fields  is  sup- 
plied for  use  in  Denver ;  that  the  business  from  the  southern  field 
is  the  best  paying  business  of  the  Colorado  &  Southern,  which 
endeavors  to  handle  such  business  as  fully  as  possible ;  that  if  cars 
were  taken  from  the  northern  fields  the  supply  so  withdrawn, 
rather  than  benefiting  other  coal  fields  in  Colorado,  eventually 
would  be  dissipated  by  such  cars  being  diverted  to  interstate  traf- 
fic; that  the  northern  fields  have  the  use  of  small  ore  cars,  not 
feasible  for  use  elsewhere ;  that  these  cars  form  about  10  per  cent 
of  the  northern  car  supply,  and  are  used  in  the  short  haul  to 
Denver;  that  during  the  last  four  months  empties  have  been 
moved  out  of  Denver  in  preference  to  loaded  cars  to  facilitate 
movement  of  coal;  that  car  delivery  from  connecting  lines  has 
been  irregular,  and  the  railroad  has  endeavored  to  keep  the  emp- 
ties moving  out  of  the  Denver  yard.  It  does  not  appear  that 
discrimination  has  been  practised  against  the  southern  fields  and 
in  favor  of  the  ndi-them  fields. 

The  Commissicm  therefore  recommends : 

(a)  That  a  joint  agency  of  the  defendants  in  this  cause  be  es- 
tablished at  Walsenburg,  Colorado,  in  order  that  there  shall  be 
a  more  complete  co-operation  between  said  defendants  in  making 
effective  the  "idle-hour'^  rules,  and  to  hriryg  ab^ut  a  more  equal 
distribution  of  cars  to  the  coal  mines  within  the  scope  of  tEoh 
rules. 
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(b)  That,  after  a  conference  of  mine  operators  and  representa- 
tives of  the  defendants,  a  reprint  of  the  rales  be  made,  and  that 
there  be  embodied  in  such  reprint  a  correct  interpretation  of 
rules  which  have  given  rise  to  differences  of  opinion,  so  that  mine 
operators  and  carriers'  employees  alike  may  be  fully  advised  as  to 
the  proper  interpretation  of  the  rules. 

ORDER. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  sufficient  motive  power  be  provided 
by  the  Colorado  &  Southern  Railway  Company  and  the  Denver 
&  Rio  Grande  Railroad  Company,  defendants  herein,  at  Walsen- 
Inirg,  Colorado,  to  furnish  adequate  switching  facilities  to  the 
coal  mines  included  within  the  "idle-hour"  rules,  located  on  their 
respective  lines. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  at  all  times,  and  particularly  during 
periods  of  car  shortage,  the  said  defendants  require  a  more  care- 
ful adherence  to  rule  9,  which  provides  for  an  adjustment  during 
the  second  week  of  hours  lost  on  account  of  car  shortage  during 
the  first  week ;  that  the  chief  despatchers  of  the  defendants  keep 
inore  closely  in  touch  with  the  distribution"  of  cars  to  mines,  and 
prevent  train  conductors  or  other  employees  from  making  inde- 
pendent, or  other,  distribution  than  that  provided  for  in  the  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  mine  operators  fully  co-operate 
with  the  carriers  and  observe  strict  compliance  with  rules  6,  7, 
and  8,  of  the  "idle-hour''  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  following  requirements  be  ob- 
served, so  far  as  possible,  as  to  coal  mines  within  the  "idle-hour'' 
rules :  The  carriers  furnish  the  kind  of  equipment  required  by 
each  mine,  and  the  operators  accept  and  use  the  equipment  so 
furnished ;  the  carriers  set  cars  for  loading  prior  to  7 :30  a.  m.  of 
each  working  day;  and  the  special  freight  train  of  the  Denver 
&  Rio  Grande  Railroad  Company,  called  the  "La  Veta  high-ball" 
operated  from  Pueblo,  Colorado,  to  Walsenburg,  Colorado,  be  so 
operated  as  to  have  cars  in  Walsenburg  in  time  for  distribution 
at  the  mines  prior  to  7 :30  a.  m.  each  day. 

The  Public  Utilities  Comnaission  of  the  State  of  Colorado. 
Geo.  T.  Bradley,  Leroy  J.  WilliamB,  and  A,  P.  Andei-son,  Com- 
niissianera. 
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Note. — In  A.  A.  Tanner  &  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  ft  Q.  R.  Co.  Formal 
Complaint  No.  363,  Feb.  16,  1918,  it  was  held  by  the  Nebraska  Com- 
mission that  the  apportionment  of  cars  during  a  shortage  should 
be  in  practically  the  same  manner  as  they  would  be  apportioned  if 
there  were  no  shortage. 


N£W  HAMPSHIRE  PXJBI/IG   SERVICE   COMMISSION. 

BE  HOOKSETT  AQUEDUCT  COMPANY. 

[D-462.] 

Consolidation,  merger,  and  sale  —  Purchase  price. 

Upon  the  question  of  whether  the  transfer  of  a  public  utility  is  for 
the  public  good  the  purchase  price  is  immaterial,  since  the  approval  by 
the  Commission  of  the  transfer  at  the  purchase  price  named  cannot  be 
taken  as  a  basis  for  the  issuance  of  securities  or  as  a  rate  base. 

[March  6,  1918.] 

Petition  for  authority  to  transfer  water  utility  properties 
known  as  the  Hooksett  Aqueduct  Company  from  F.  E.  Stevens 
to  W.  M.  Davis ;  granted. 

Gunnison,  Commissioner :  This  is  a  petition  for  authority  to 
transfer  a  public  utility  known  as  the  Hooksett  Aqueduct  Com- 
pany, and  owned  by  the  estate  of  Lillie  A.  Stevens,  to  W.  M. 
Davis  for  the  sum  of  $2,000.  As  a  matter  of  fact  this  transfer 
was  made  January  1,  1917,  without  first  obtaining  this  authority, 
and  now,  that  the  parties  have  discovered  that  the  transfer  is 
void  because  of  this  fact  (see  Laws  1911,  chap.  164,  §  13  (b)), 
they  file  this  petition. 

Mr.  Davis  has  operated  the  company  for  a  year  without  any 
complaint  from  the  public;  and,  no  reason  appearing  why  the 
service  will  be  impaired  by  the  transfer,  we  find  it  for  the  public 
good  that  the  petition  be  granted. 

No  valuation  has  been  made  by  us  of  the  property,  and  we 
pass  no  judgment  on  that  point.  So  long  as  securities  are  not 
to  be  issued  against  the  purchase  price,  we  are  not  concerned 
with  the  amount  paid  for  the  property.  Were  the  purchaser  a 
corporation,  and  asking  for  authority  to  issue  securities  to  raiso 
money  with  which  to  pay  for  the  property,  it  would  then  be  the 
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duty  of  the  Commiesion  to  '^determine  tiie  amount  of  stock  or 
bonds  which,  in  its  opinion,  is  reasonably  requisite  for  the  pur- 
poses for  which  the  issue  is  to  be  made"  (Laws  1911,  chap.  164, 
§  14  (a)),  and,  Tor  the  purpose  of  determining  that  question,  the 
\alue  of  the  property  would  have  to  be  decided  upon.  WLoreas 
in  this  case  the  payment  is  to  be  made  in  cash  out  of  the  pocket 
of  the  purchaser,  the  amount  to  be  paid  has  no  bearing  upon  the 
question  of  whether  the  transfer  is  or  is  not  for  the  public  good. 
But  it  must  be  distinctly  understood  that  the  price  agreed  upon 
in  this  case  is  not  necessarily  the  basis  upon  which  the  owner  will 
be  allowed  to  earn  a  fair  return.  In  a  rate  investigation  of  this 
utility  when,  if  ever,  one  is  made,  the  rates  allowed  will  be  based 
upon  the  value  of  the  property  then  devoted  to  the  public  service, 
regardless  of  the  price  paid  for  it  by  the  owner. 

For  the  reasons  given,  the  petition  will  be  granted,  and  an  order 
will  issue  accordingly. 

Miles  and  Worthen,  Commissioners,  concurred. 

Note. — Similar  action  was  taken  by  the  New  Hampshire  Com- 
mission in  Re  Northumberland  Aqueduct  Co.  D-453,  Order  No. 
738,  March  6,  1918,  a  petition  for  authority  to  transfer  a  water 
utility  property  known  as  the  Northumberland  Aqueduct  Company 
from  A.  R.  Chase  to  Hall  &  Ford. 


NEW  YORK  PtTBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION,  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

M.  JUST 
v. 

CONSOLIDATED  GAS  COMPANY  OP  NEW  YORK. 

[G.  ft  E.  Complaint  No.  47S1.] 

Service  —  Oaa  —  Ga8  ranges  —  Inatallation  —  Sale  —  Boicer  of  Com' 
tniasiofi  to  regulate. 

The  Kew  York  CommisBion,  First  District,  has  no  authority  to  in- 
terfere with  the  practices  or  charges  for  a  gas  utility  in  the  infltallatioa 
or  sale  ^f  ^as  ranges. 

TMareh  4,  191d.] 
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Complaint  against  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company  of  New 
York  for  excessive  charges  for  the  removal  and  installation  of  gas 
ranges  on  the  premises  of  M.  Just;  dismissed. 

Hervey,  Commissioner :  The  Commission  has  referred  to  me 
the  complaint  filed  hy  M.  Just,  as  agent  for  the  Columbia  Realty 
Company,  owner  of  the  premises  No.  5000  Broadway,  Manhattan, 
relative  to  a  bill  for  $6  presented  by  the  Consolidated  Gas  Com- 
pany of  New  York  for  labor  and  material  upon  the  removal  of 
a  gas  range  from  one  of  the  apartments  in  the  premises  and  the 
substitution  therefor  of  a  cheaper  and  different  type  of  gas  range. 
Mr.  Just  claims  the  charge  is  excessive,  and  asks  an  order  by  the 
Commission  compelling  the  company  to  make  such  an  exchange 
at  a  nominal  price  when  a  tenant  complains  a  gas  range  is  unfit 
for  use.  The  charge  for  labor  and  material  is  greater  than  the 
yearly  rental  of  either  range.  Some  years  ago  the  charge  for 
making  such  an  exchange  was  $2.  The  company  states  the  range 
to  be  removed  is  in  good  condition,  and  the  exchange  is  desired 
merely  to  permit  of  the  substitution  of  a  different  style  of  range ; 
that  the  charge  is  not  too  great  when  consideration  is  given  to 
the  increase  in  cost  of  labor  and  material ;  and  that  an  exchange 
will  be  made  without  any  charge  whatsoever  if  the  complainant 
will  disconnect  the  range  himself,  bring  it  to  the  shop,  take  away 
the  new  range,  and  connect  it  in  the  apartment. 

The  report  of  the  Consolidated  Gas  Company  to  the  Commis- 
sion dated  November  28,  1917,  states  that  in  the  year  1916  the 
mcome  from  rental  and  sale  of  appliances  was  $104,567.40  less 
than  the  expenses.  The  receipts  and  expenses  upon  the  rental  of 
ranges  are  not  separately  stated.  But  the  inference  is  warranted 
that  the  revenue  from  the  additional  c(Hisumption  of  gas  due  to 
the  use  of  ranges  and  other  appliances  sold  or  rented  by  the  com- 
pany more  than  offsets  the  loss  on  the  sale  or  rental  of  appliances, 
otherwise  this  line  of  business  would  have  been  discontinued 
long  since.  On  January  1,  1917,  according  to  a  report  of  the  Sec-, 
retary  of  the  Bureau  of  Gas  and  Electricity  117,323  ranges  and 
110,306  cookers,  as  well  as  some  ovens  and  broilers,  were  under 
rental  to  consumers  by  the  Consolidated  system.  All  types  of 
gas  ranges  rented  by  the  Consolidated  system  may  be  purchased 
outright,  not  only  from  the  companies,  but  from  manufacturers, 
department  stores,  and  hardware  dealers.     The  rental  of  ranges, 
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however,  is  a  great  acoommodation  to  small  Gonsuiuers  who  m 
many  cases  cannot  afford  to  purchase  the  ranges  outright.  These 
ranges  are  kept  in  repair  without  charge,  and  when  a  range  be- 
comes defective  and  unfit  for  use  it  is  either  repaired  on  the 
premises,  or  removed  and  repaired  at  the  shop  by  the  company,  or 
a  new  range  is  substituted,  all  without  charge  to  the  consumer. 
Where,  however,  the  range  is  in  good  condition  and  fit  for  use 
and  the  exchange  is  desired  by  the  consumer,  the  company  makes 
a  charge  for  labor  and  material,  which  includes  not  only  the  con- 
nection and  disconnection  charges  and  cartage,  but  also  a  charge 
for  placing  the  old  range  in  fit  condition  for  rental  to  another  con- 
sumer. The  company  claims  that  the  charge  to  the  consumer  for 
labor,  material,  and  cartage  in  making  ail  exchange  is  less  than 
actual  cost.  There  appears  to  be  no  discrimination  practised  bv 
the  company  relative  to  the  rental  of  ranges,  all  persons  being 
charged  alike  for  the  ranges  and  the  service  in  connection  there- 
with. 

Gas  companies  are  not  required  by  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
Pion  Law  or  any  other  statute  to  rent  or  sell  gas  ranges  to  con- 
sumers of  their  gas.  The  obligations  of  the  gas  companies  to  the 
public  could  be  adequately  and  reasonably  performed  without 
engaging  in  that  line  of  business.  Sanges,  as  well  as  a  variety 
of  other  appliances,  are  sold  or  rented  by  the  company  in  order  to 
promote  the  use  of  gas.  If  the  Commission  has  power  to  regu- 
late the  rental  of  gas  ranges  it  would  follow  as  a  matter  of  course 
that  it  also  has  power  to  regulate  the  price  of  all  gas  appliances 
sold  by  gas  companies.  In  the  manufacture,  sale,  and  distribu- 
tion of  gas,  a  gas  corporation  has  a  monopoly  the  exercise  of  which 
is,  and  should  be,  subjected  to  regulation  in  the  interest  of  the 
consuming  public  and  the  investors  in  the  enterprise.  But,  in 
the  sale  of  gas  appliances, — ^be  they  house  mains,  ranges,  or  gas 
fixtures, — the  gas  companies  are  not  protected  in  any  monopoly, 
and  the  trade  therein  is  subject  to  all  conditions  of  competition 
which  prevail  in  the  marketing  of  other  commodities.  The  fur^ 
wishing  and  sale  of  gas  ranges  is  not  a  duty  imposed  by  law  upon 
gas  corporations,  and  no  power  has  been  conferred  by  the  legisla- 
ture upon  the  Commission  to  regulate  an  undertaking  by  the  com- 
pany in  that  business.  Unless  the  acts  of  the  gas  company  in 
respect  to  its  appliance  business  affect  the  performance  of  its 
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duties  imposed  by  law  and  which  the  Commission  has  power  to 
regulate,  the  Commission  would  not  now  be  authorized  to  inter- 
fere with  the  acts  and  practices  of  the  company. 

I  am  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  Conunission  formerly  assumed 
to  prescribe  regulations  with  regard  to  the  period  of  rental  of 
ranges  (case  No.  1915).  But,  in  that  case,  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  Commission  was  challenged,  and  the  Commission  finally  on 
April  27,  1916,  abrogated  its  previous  order  prescribing  regula- 
tions. 

Upon  the  facts  disclosed  here,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Com- 
mission should  not  order  a  hearing  on  the  question  of  rates  for 
ranges  or  services  incidental  thereto.  Accordingly,  I  recommend 
that  no  action  be  taken  by  the  Commission  upon  this  complaint. 

Note. — Gas  service. 

A  gas  company  not  producing  sufficient  gas  from  coal  to  meet  the 
demand  from  present  consumers  should,  in  order  to  maintain  an  ad- 
equate supply  and  an  emergency  reserve  of  10  per  cent  of  normal 
sales,  install  temporary  oil  retorts,  although  they  must  bo  discarded 
wlyjii  permanent  additions  are  completed,  where  the  expense  will  be 
small  and  the  plant  inadequacy  is  largely  the  utility's  fault;  and  al- 
though the  purification  equipment  has  not  capacity  to  take  care  of 
the  oil  production,  where  such  production  will  be  used  largely  as  a 
reserve,  and  strict,  scientific  supervision  of  production  will  enable  the 
purification  equipment  to  meet  any  added  demand ;  and  the  company 
should  not  take  new  subscribers  when  the  average  consumption  for 
the  preceding  month  has  been  90  per  cent  of  the  normal  plant  capac- 
ity. Director  of  Printing  v.  Manila  Gas  Corp.  (Philippine)  Case 
Xo.  821,  Xov.  3,  1916. 

Complaint  of  the  inferior  quality  of  gas  is  not  sustained  by  the 
fact  that  a  consumer,  not  making  any  test,  does  not  obtain  the  same 
results  as  from  past  use  although  paying  for  the  same  quantity. 
Ibid. 

In  Re  Pueblo  Gas  &  Fuel  Co.  Case  No.  U2,  Jan.  31,  1918,  the 
Colorado  Commission  permitted  an  increase  in  the  rates  for  gas, 
notwithstanding  the  gas  did  not  reach  the  standards  for  heating  value 
set  by  the  Commission,  since  the  Commission  thought  that  it  was  pos- 
sible that  the  heating-value  standards  established  by  it  were  excessive 
for  gas  made  from  the  coal  available. 

The  Illinois  Commission  fixed  an  alternative  rate  schedule  for  a 
gas  company  which,  because  of  a  decrease  in  the  supply  of  natural 
gas  in  the  territory  occupied  by  its  wells,  is  of  necessitv  compelled 
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to  substitute  a  service  of  mixed  natural  and  artificial  gas^  or  artificial 
gas  alone.     Re  Wabash  Gas  Co.  No.  7177,  Dec.  17,  1917. 

A  natural  gas  distributing  company  was  authorized  to  furnish 
mixed  artificial  and  natural  gas  in  lieu  of  natural  gas,  owing  to  the 
s^liortage  of  the  natural  gas  supply  and  the  present  great  demand  for 
gas  on  account  of  the  scarcity  and  high  prices  for  other  fuels.  Ee 
Central  Indiana  Gas  Co.  (Ind.)  No.  3017,  Aug.  28, 1917. 


CALIFORNIA  RAILROAD  COMMISSION. 

BE  NORTHERN  CALIFORNIA  POWER  COIMPANT. 

[Decision  No.  5121;  Application  No.  d326.] 

Return  —  A^juortnal  tear  conditions. 

Utilities  should  not  expect  the  public  to  bear  the  entire  bnrdoi  of 
prevailing  abnormally  high  prioea  due  to  war  conditions. 

[February  7,  1918.] 

Application  for  permission  to  increase  cost  of  artificial  gr.s; 
granted  in  part. 

Appearances:  Edward  Whaley  for  applicant;  W.  D.  Tillotson, 
City  Attorney,  for  the  city  of  Tfedding. 

By  the  Commission:  Northern  California  Power  Company, 
(consolidated,  asks  the  Commission  to  investigate  the  increased 
cost  to  it  of  manufacturing  and  selling  artificial  gas  in  Redding, 
in  Shasta  county.  Red  Bluff,  in  Tehama  county,  and  Willows,  in 
Glenn  county,  and  establish  such  increased  rates  as  will  reim- 
burse it  therefor. 

Public  hearings  upon  the  application  were  held  by  Examiner 
Westover  in  Redding,  Red  Bluif  and  Willows  on  January  10, 
1918. 

Applicant's  present  rates  are: 

First  5,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed  per  month,  $1.50  per  thousand  cubic 

feet. 
Next  10,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed  per  month,  $1.25  per  thousand  cubic 

feet. 
All  over  15,000  cubic  feet  of  gas  consumed  per  monUi,  $1  per  thousand  cubic 

feet. 
Minimum  charge,  $1  per  month  per  meter. 

These  rates  were  citablished  by  decision  No.  3624,  rendered 
September  1,  1916.     See  11  Cal.  R.  C.  37. 
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The  rates  were  based  on  a  cost  of  oil  of  $1.01  per  barrel  f.  o.  b. 
Keddiiig,  Red  Bluff,  and  Willows,  On  January  1, 1917,  the  cost 
of  oil  to  applicant  was  increased  to  $1.29  per  barrel  f.  o.  b.  Wil- 
lows and  $1.34  f.  o.  b.  Redding  and  Red  Blnff,  whidd  prices  con- 
tinued throughout  the  year  1917  under  contract.  Under  a  new 
contract  for  all  of  its  1918  requirements,  applicant  is  compelled 
to  pay  for  oil  per  barrel  $1.81  f.  o.  b.  Willows  and  $1,915  f.  o.  b. 
Redding  and  Red  Bluff. 

The  application  states  that  since  the  present  rates  have  been 
established  there  have  been  marked  increases  in  the  cost  to  appli- 
cant of  all  materials  and  supplies,  but  that  it  is  not  applicant's 
intention  to  ask  any  increase  in  the  rate  of  return  upon  its  gas 
business  over  that  which  it  was  receiving  at  the  time  decision  No. 
3624  was  rendered.  Applicant  asks  for  only  such  increase  as 
will  reimburse  it  for  actual  increases  in  the  cost  of  rendering 
service.  This  position  was  reaffirmed  by  its  ofScers  at  the  hear- 
ing. The  rates  established  by  the  order  herein  are  calculated 
to  effect  approximately  this  result 

The  following  table  shows  the  fair  value  of  the  necessary  opera- 
tive gas  properties  of  the  applicant  as  of  November  30,  1917,  be- 
ing made  up  of  the  value  as  of  September  30,  1915,  as  determined 
by  decision  No.  8624,  to  which  have  been  added  net  additions  and 
betterments  since  that  time,  as  shown  by  applicant's  exhibit  "A," 
introduced  in  evidence  herein. 

TABLE  I. 

Fair  Value  of  Necessary  Operative  Gas  Properties  of  Northern  California 

Power  Company,  Consolidated. 


Redding. 

Red  Bluff. 

WiUOWB. 

Total. 

Operative  gaa  property,  as  of  S^- 
tomber  30,  1915  

163,491 
1,169 

$62,100 
10,277 

$65,530 
1,343 

$191,130 

Additions  and  betterments,  Septem- 
ber  30,    1915,   to   November    30, 
1917 

32,789 

Total  necessary  operative  property, 
as  of  November  30,  1917 

$64,660 

$72,377 

$66,882 

$203,019 

The  additions  to  capital  in  Ked  Bluff  represent  principally  tl.e 
installation  of  new  and  larger  generator  and  gas-holder  equip- 
ment 

An  analysis  of  the  statement  of  operating  exp^ises  for  the 
eleven  months  ending  November  80,  1917,  which  is  also  set  forth 
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in  said  exhibit  ^^A"  shows  the  coat  of  the  various  items  of  ma- 
terial and  labor  to  have  been  as  follows: 

TABLE  II. 

Operating  Expenses  of  the  Gas  Department  of  the  Northern  California  Power 
Company,  Consolidated,  for  Eleven  Months  Ending  November  30,  1917. 


Operating  expenses,  including  labor,  material, 

and  power,  but  excluding  oil 

Oil    

Maintenance,  including  labor  and  material  . . . 

Commercial  and  general  expense  

Taxes    


Total  expenses   

Gross  revenue,  same  period 


Net  operating  revenue  available  for  depre- 
ciation and  return 


Kedding. 


$2,527.51 

3,537.89 

1,064.03 

1,127.32 

564.20 


$6,820.05 
12,041.47 


$3,220.52 


Red  Bluff.    Willows. 


$2,836.32 
2,793.59 

467.14 
1,321.56 

507.56 


$7,926.17 
10,091.78 


$2,165.61 


$3,097.48 
3,861.38 

806.12 
1,252.82 

636.73 


$0,654.53 
12,005.79 


$2,351.26 


The  relation  of  the  cost  of  oil  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas 
sold  to  other  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  and  taxea  is 
shown  by  the  following  table: 

TABLE  III. 

Expenses  per  Thousand  Cubic  Feet  of  Qas  Manufactured  During  the  Year 
]917  by  the  Northern  California  Power  Company,  Consolidated. 

Willows. 


Operating,  maintenance,  and  general  expenses, 
exclusive  of  oil 


Oil     . 
Taxes 


Redding. 

Red  Bluff. 

61.0^ 

45.7< 

7.3<J 

74.6< 
46.1^ 

8.2^ 

67.5^ 

43.0r 

7.U 


The  above  oil  costs  are  in  excess  of  those  which  prevailed  when 
the  present  rates  were  established  in  the  amount  of  19.4  cents 
per  thousand  cubic  feet  sold  at  Redding,  16.5  cents  per  thousand 
cubic  feet  sold  at  Red  Bluff,  and  13.4  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet  sold  at  Willows.  These  costs  are  still  further  increased  by 
12.2  cents  in  Redding,  11.3  cents  in  Red  Bluff,  and  10.3  cents  in 
Willows,  under  the  new  contract  for  oil  during  1918. 

The  average  depreciation  annuity  applicable  to  Northern  Cali- 
fornia Power  Company's  gas  properties,  as  determined  by  deci- 
sion No.  3624,  was  2.39  per  cent.  Projecting  the  above  earnings 
found  by  table  No.  II.  over  a  twelve  months'  period,  instead  of 
the  eleven  months'  period,  it  appears  that  the  return  earned  bv 
Northern  California  Power  Company  upon  the  fair  value  of  its 
necessary  operative  gas  properties  during  the  year  1917,  was  ap- 
proximately as  shown  in  the  following  table  IV. : 
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TABLB  IV. 

Net  Retam  Earned  hy  the  Gas  Department  of  the  Northern  California  Power 

Company,  Consolidated,  During  the  Tear  1917. 


Redding. 

Red  Bluff. 

Willows. 

Net  operating  revenue,  12-monthB  period 

Rate  of  return  before  deducting  depreciation  . . 
Denreciation    • • 

$3,512.70 

5.44% 
2.39% 

$2,370.48 

3.28% 
2.39% 

$2,555.87 

3.82% 
2.39% 

Net  return 

3.06% 

.89% 

1.43% 

It  appears  from  the  above  table  that  applicant  did  not  earn  a 
fair  retnm  from  its  property  in  any  of  the  towns  in  question  dur- 
ing 1917. 

'  The  Commissiony  in  considering  this  and  other  applications  of 
this  kind  at  the  present  time,  reo()gnize8  the  abnormal  condition 
imder  which  public  utilities  are  laboring,  and  seeks  to  afford  such 
relief  as  is  fair  and  reasonable.  However,  utilities  should  cer- 
tainly not  expect  the  public  to  bear  all  of  the  burden  of  the  pre- 
\  ailing  abnormally  high  prices  due  to  war  conditions,  nor  ask 
that  they  be  permitted  to  earn  the  same  returns  that  might  rea- 
sonably be  expected  under  normal  conditions.  Applicant  herein 
recognizes  this  fact,  and  states  that  it  will  be  satisfied  if  per- 
mitted to  increase  its  rates  only  to  meet  the  increased  cost  of 
oil.  It  states  that  there  has  been  a  general  increase  in  the  cost 
of  other  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  gas, 
but  it  introduced  no  detailed  evidence  to  show  the  amount  of 
such  increases. 

It  is  not  likely  that  higher  rates  than  those  established  herein 
would  result  in  greater  revenue,  because,  in  the  territory  served, 
gas  consumption  might  be  reduced  thereby  on  account  of  compe- 
tition with  wood  and  other  fuels.  We  believe,  however,  that  the 
increases  authorized  by  this  order  are  considerably  less  propor- 
tionately than  the  recent  increases  in  the  cost  of  wood  and  other 
fuels  shown  by  the  evidence  in  this  matter.  If  the  quantity  of 
gas  sold  equals  the  consumption  of  191Y,  the  rates  herein  estab- 
lished will  result  in  considerably  less  than  a  normal  fair  return 
to  applicant.  The  schedule  has  been  submitted  to  applicant  for 
consideration,  and  recognizing  eodating  unavoidable  limitations 
it  has  stated  that  it  will  be  ptit  into  elFeet  without  contest 

Note. — ^In  Western  States  Gas  &  E.  Co.  Decision  No.  6166,  Ap- 
plication No.  3373,  Feb.  25,  1918,  the  Commission,  in  authorizing 
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a  schedule  of  increased  rates  sufficient  to  cover  increases  in  cost  of 
oil,  but  not  increases  in  costs  of  other  materials  and  supplies,  said: 
**Thc  Commission  realizes  the  difficulty  under  which  public  utilities 
are  laboring  on  account  of  the  present  abnormally  high  cost  of  labor 
flnd  materials  of  all  kinds,  and  is  desirous  of  affording  them  such  re- 
lief as  appears  to  be  fair  and  reaflonable  under  all  the  circumstances. 
The  utilities  on  the  other  hand  should,  of  course,  not  expect  the  pub- 
lic to  bear  all  the  burden  of  such  abnormal  conditions,  and  in  thi 
present  instance  applicant,  recognizing  its  obligations  in  this  regard, 
asks  only  for  enough  revenue  to  cover  increased  cost  of  oil  and  labor 
and  taxes  and  does  not  expect  any  increase  in  its  return  on  the  value 
of  its  plant,  although  the  rate  of  such  return  which  it  has  hitherto 
received  is  considerably  less  than  what  might  be  considered  a  fair 
return  under  normal  conditions.  The  rates  herein  established  are 
calculated  to  accomplish  approximately  the  result  applied  for." 

In  Re  Winifrede  B.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  No.  606,  Nov,  16, 1917,  it 
was  said :  ''The  expenses  of  operation  incident  to  war  conditions  is 
necessarily  abnormal  and  temporary,  and  this  burden  should  not  be 
borne  alone  by  the  shipper,  but  in  part  by  the  carrier  as  well.*' 

In  Northern  Indiana  &  8.  M.  Teleph.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.  (Ind.) 
Xo.  2773,  March  20,  1918,  it  is  said  that,  under  the  abnormal  condi- 
tions and  the  unreasonable  circumstances  now  prevailing,  each  and 
every  public  utility  is  justly  entitled  to  a  liberal  and  sufficient  amount 
of  capital  necessary  to  meet  the  high  ooet  of  operating  its  business 
from  month  to  month,  during  the  time  these  conditions  obtain,  pro- 
viding such  management  is  reasonably  prudent  and  careful 


NEW  YORK  PUBMO  SEaiVICE  COMMISSION,  FIRST  DISTRICT. 

RE  UNION  RAILWAY  COMPANY  OF  NEW  YORK  CITY. 

[Case  No.  226d.] 

Certificate  ef  e&nvenienee  and  neeeeetiy  ^  S$t^et  raOmmp  exteMi^n 

—  Cot%eideratiim  of  tranefer  quesUonB  met  fn^nMoned  in,  frmMhi^e. 

1.  In  granting  a  certificata  of  permission  and  approval  Jor  the  ex- 
ercise of  a  franchise  for  a  street  railway  extension,  the  3^ew  York 
Commission,  First  District,  will  not  pass  upon  the  question  of  the 
propriety  of  requiring  teaasfers  between  tlie  extension  and  <^er  liaes, 
where  the  franchise  is  silent  upon  the  subject. 

Certificate  of  eenvenienoe  mttf  n#e»— Ky  *»  Street  r«atMty  ^xtenMion 

—  Poseihility  of  unprofiiahleneee  «  Consideration, 

2.  The  possible  or  prospectiye  unprofitableness  of  a  Mix»g^  '^' 
railway  extension,  under  the  rate  of  fare  fixed  l^  the  franchia^,  does  not 
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warrant  the  refusal  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for 
aoch  extension. 

[March  8,  1918.] 

Application  by  the  Union  Railway  Company  of  New  York 
Oity  for  permission  for  the  construction  of  an  extension  of  its 
street  railway  and  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  to  operate  same 
in  Dyckman  street,  Borough  of  Manhattan,  City  of  New  York ; 
granted. 

r 

By  the  Commission:  This  proceeding  involves  the  question 
whether,  under  §  5  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law,  the 
<!onstruction  of  the  proposed  Dyckman  street  extension  of  the 
petitioner's  line  and  the  exercise  of  the  local  franchise  which 
the  petitioner  has  obtained  therefor  are  "necessary  or  convenient 
for  the  public  service."  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  construction  and  operation  of  this  extension  would  be  of  sub- 
j^tantial  public  convenience,  and  a  desirable  addition  to  the  trans- 
portation facilities  of  a  rapidly  growing  portion  of  the  city.  For 
this  reason  and  be<!ause  of  the  importance  and  convenience  of  the 
new  line  as  a  means  of  access  to  the  Dyckman  street  ferry  and 
so  to  the  great  Interstate  Palisades  Park  which  should  afford  op- 
portunity  for  recreation  and  outdoor  diversion  to  the  largest  pos- 
sible number  of  the  people  of  this  city,  it  is  i*ecommended  that 
the  Commission  certify  to  the  public  convenience  and  necessity  of 
the  early  construction  of  the  proposed  extension,  and  grant  its 
permission  and  approval  therefor. 

The  proposed  extension  will  begin  and  will  connect  with  the 
•existing  tracks  of  the  Union  Railway  Company  in  West  Two 
Hundred  and  Seventh  street,  at  or  near  its  intersection  with  Am- 
:sterdam  avenue,  and  will  extend  thence  along  Amsterdam  avenue  * 
to  Nagle  avenue,  along  Nagle  avenue  to  Dyckman  street,  and 
along  Dyckman  street  to  the  Dyckman  street  ferry,  operated  by 
the  Interstate  Park  Commission,  across  the  Hudson  river. 

On  May  18,  1917,  the  Union  Railway  Company,  whidi  is  one 
-of  the  operating  companies  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railway  Com- 
pany system,  entered  into  a  franchise  contract  witii  the  city  of 
New  York  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  this  extension. 
The  city's  authority  to  execute  this  contract  had  been  vested  by  a 
resolution  adopted  by  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment 
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on  April  20,  1917.  The  company  had  taken  the  initiative  in 
behalf  of  the  extension  which  it  desires  and  proposes  to  construct, 
by  filing,  on  January  18,  1917,  the  requisite  certificate  of  the 
proposed  extension  in  the  oflSce  of  the  secretary  of  state  of  the 
state  of  New  York.  Subsequent  to  the  extension  of  the  fran- 
chise contract,  the  requisite  consents  of  property  owners  were 
filed  in  the  New  York  county  clerk's  office,  and  were  approved 
and  accepted  by  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportionment  On 
September  21,  1917,  upon  the  company's  petition  under  date  of 
September  7,  1917,  the  city  extended  to  March  18,  1918,  the 
company's  time  to  commence  construction,  and  to  May  18,  1918, 
the  company's  time  to  complete  construction  and  place  in  opera- 
tion. The  same  resolution  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  appor- 
tionment extended,  at  the  company's  inatanoe,  until  November 
28,  1917,  its  time  to  make  the  present  application  to  this  Com- 
mission under  §  63  of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  On 
November  28,  1917,  the  company  filed  the  petition  upon  which 
hearings  have  been  held.  .The  sum  of  $1,000  has  been  paid  by 
the  company  to  the  city  of  New  York,  as  required  by  the  fran- 
chise contract  of  May  18,  1917, 

The  question  is  now  presented  whether  this  Commission  should 
grant  its  permission  and  approval  for  the  extension,  and  thus 
complete  the  steps  requisite  for  the  effectiveness  of  the  f ranchiee 
obligations.  That  an  affirmative  answer  should  be  made  to  ihe 
statutory  inquiry  appears  from  all  the  testimony  in  the  case,  and 
from  the  great  interest  manifested  by  property  owners  and  others 
who  will  be  benefited  by  the  extaision.  No  opposition  from  any 
source  was  manifested  at  the  hearing,  either  as  to  the  desirability 
of  the  extension  or  the  propriety  of  the  contract  provisions.  It 
*  appeared  clearly  that  the  new  line  would  serve  the  convenience  of 
many  persons  and  bring  the  Interstate  Park  within  the  easier 
access  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  persons,  especially  in  con- 
gested districts. 

By  the  terms  of  this  franchise  contract,  the  right  to  operate 
the  extension  until  June  10,  1925,  was  granted  by  the  city,  with 
the  privilege  of  the  renewal  thereof  by  the  company  for  a  further 
period  of  twenty  years,  upon  a  fair  revaluation  of  the  right,  in 
the  manner  prescribed  in  the  agreement.  Upon  the  termination 
of  the  original  term  of  the  contract  or,  if  it  be  renewed,  at  the 
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tenniBation  of  said  renewal  term,  all  the  tracks  and  other  prop- 
erty of  the  company  constructed  und^  the  franchise  and  located 
in  the  streets  are  to  become  the  property  of  the  city  without  fur- 
ther  payment  by  the  city.     The  contract  further  provides : 

"Fourteenth: — The  rate  of  fare  for  any  passenger  upon  the 
railway  hereby  authorized  shall  not  exceed  five  (5)  cents,  and 
the  company  shall  not  charge  any  passenger  more  than  five  (5) 
cents  for  one  continuous  ride  from  any  point  on  its  road,  or  on 
any  road,  line,  or  branch  operated  by  it  or  under  its  control,  to 
any  other  point  thereof,  or  any  connecting  branch  thereof,  within 
the  limits  of  the  city." 

The  franchise  contract  also  contains  the  following  provision: 

^^This  grant  is  also  upon  the  further  and  express  condition  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Railroad  Law,  pertinent  thereto,  shall  be 
strictly  complied  with  by  the  company." 

Unlike  the  franchise  contract  construed  in  Re  New  York  &  N. 
S.  Traction  Co.  P.U.R.1918A,  893,  decided  by  this  Commission 
on  January  10,  1918,  the  franchise  contains  the  following  provi- 
sion, in  its  34th  paragraph: 

"Section  3.  Nothing  in  this  contract  shall  be  construed  as  in 
any  way  limiting  the  present  or  future  jurisdiction  of  the  Public 
Sei'vice  Commission  under  the  laws  of  the  state  of  New  York." 

The  company  and  the  city  may  thus  be  deemed  to  have  con- 
tracted for  the  maintenance  of  a  5-cent  fare,  subject  to  the  same 
right  and  power  of  the  Conunission  to  increase  or  lower  the  rate, 
upon  a  proper  showing  of  facts,  as  the  Commission  would  possess 
were  no  fare  limitations  contained  in  the  franchise  contract.  It 
is  of  course  competent  for  the  city  to  so  frame  the  terms  of  its 
constitutional  consent  as  to  interpose  no  barriers  to  an  increase 
or  lowering  of  the  5-cent  fare,  whenever  the  Commission  finds 
that  the  facts  require  it.  The  city  has  obviously  framed  with 
such  a  purpose  in  view  the  present  contract,  and  it  is  to  be  dis- 
tinguished in  effect  from  those  containing  no  such  proviso.  If 
the  city  and  the  company  wish  to  enter  into  a  covenant  as  to  fares, 
but  wish  also  to  make  that  covenant  subject  to  the  right  of  the 
legislature,  directly  or  through  a  Commission,  to  fix  a  different 
rate  if  the  facts  are  found  to  demand  it,  they  have  no  difiiculty 
in  finding  language  suitable  to  make  that  intent  clear.  In  de- 
termining that  public  convenience  and  necessity  call  for  approv- 
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al  of  the  extension,  the  Commission  feels  nevertheless  that  atten- 
tion should  be  called  to  certain  phases  of  the  'franchise  contract, 
embodying  terms  exacted  by  the  municipal  authorities.  The 
franchise  contract  here  before  the  Commission  corresponds  closely 
to  that  considered,  and  commented  in  the  New  York  &  N.  S. 
Traction  Co.  Case,  supra,  and  some  of  the  requirements  of  the 
present  franchise  are  likely  to  operate  to  the  detriment  of  the 
public  service  and  the  embarrassment  of  public  authorities,  in 
trjang  to  secure  for  the  public  modern  facilities  and  adequate  ac- 
commodations on  transportation  lines.  Some  conception  of  the 
onerous  character  of  these  terms  and  the  burden  which  they  im- 
pose on  the  company's  treasury  may  be  gained  from  the  following 
summary : 

The  franchise  covers  only  a  period  of  seven  years,  with  a  twen- 
ty-year renewal  contingent  upon  a  revaluation  of  the  franchise 
and  redetermination  of  the  payment  therefor. 

This  revaluation  may  increase,  but  not  diminish,  the  company's 
payment  to  the  city. 

For  the  seven-year  grant  of  the  right  to  lay  tracks,  etc.,  in 
public  streets  for  this  short  extension,  the  company  agrees  to  pay 
to  the  city:  (1)  $1,000  in  cash;  and  (2)  3  per  cent  annually  of 
its  gross  receipts,  but  in  no  event  less  than  $1,000  a  year. 

After  1925,  the  company  is  to  pay  5  per  cent  annually  of  its 
gi'oss  receipts,  but  not  less  than  $2,000  a  year ;  the  gross  receipts 
of  the  extension  being  figured  on  the  proportion  which  the  length 
of  the  extension  bears  to  the  whole  length  of  the  company's  line. 

These  various  payments  are  in  addition  to  franchise  and  other 
taxes  and  payments  required  by  law. 

Upon  the  expiration  of  the  seven-year  franchise  term,  or,  if  the 
contract  be  renewed,  at  the  expiration  of  the  twenty-seven  year 
period,  all  the  property  of  the  company  in  public  streets  becomes 
city  property  without  payment. 

The  rate  of  fare  shall  not  exceed  5  cents. 

Drastic  and  expensive  provisions  are  imposed  as  to  paving, 
snow  removal,  sprinkling,  car  heating,  placing  of  wires  in  con- 
duits, change  of  grade  of  streets,  liability  for  damage,  provision 
of  wheelguards  and  fenders,  and  the  like. 

The  franchise  contract  goes  to  the  limits  of  language  in  trving 
to  subject  the  company  to  a  dual  regulation  by  the  city  and  by 
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the  Commission,  so  that  each  and  cither  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission and  the  city  may  prescribe  maximum  rate  standards  and 
minimum  headway  and  service  standards. 

In  spite  of  the  exacting  and  burdensome  character  of  some  of 
these  requirements  of  the  city's  present  form  of  standard  of  fran- 
chise, the  Commission  does  not  feel  that  at  this  time  it  should  un- 
dertake in  the  present  instance  to  withhold  the  permission  and  ap- 
proval requisite  to  the  effectiveness  of  the  company's  franchise 
obligation  to  construct,  operate,  and  maintain  good  service  in  this 
line.  "No  doubt  the  demands  which  these  provisions  will  make 
upon  the  petitioner's  revenue  may  rise  some  day  to  plague  those 
who  are  insistent  upon  the  maintenance  of  maximum  service,  and 
may  become  troublesome  factors  in  Commission  consideration  of 
the  company's  rates  and  revenues.  Especial  point  is  given  to 
this  phase  of  the  matter  by  the  company's  claim,  in  another  pro- 
ceeding before  the  Commission  (case  No.  2212),  that  it  is  only 
earning  operating  expenses.  The  imposition  of  exacting  and  in- 
flexible terms,  as  a  part  of  municipal  franchises  granting  con- 
sents for  the  use  of  public  streets,  often  has  later  consequences 
really  adverse  to  public  interests,  through  curtailing  the  ability 
of  the  company  to  maintain  its  property  and  furnish  service  of 
first  quality.  The  rigid  terms  of  these  local  franchises  have 
often,  moreover,  given  rise  to  an  impression  of  the  undue  harsh- 
ness, rigidity,  and  unadaptability  of  public  regulation,  ^not  at  all 
attributable  to  the  workings  of  the  Commission  plan  of  public 
control.  The  new  extension  will,  however,  prove  a  great  public 
convenience  and  benefit,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the 
city  will  be  disposed  to  assent  to  proper  modifications  of  the  fran- 
chise terms,  if  experience  proves  them  too  burdensome.  The 
company  has  sought  to  make  this  extension,  and  with  commend- 
able enterprise  has  gone  ahead  with  its  plans  to  that  end,  de- 
spite the  existence  of  war-time  conditions.  In  this  it  has  fol- 
lowed the  proper  practice  in  respect  to  needed  additions  to  and 
extensions  of  the  facilities  and  equipment  of  public  utility  cor- 
porations, viz,,  it  has  gone  ahead  to  supply  the  public  needs,  leav- 
ing it  to  the  Federal  authorities  to  say,  out  of  their  full  provision 
?nd  knowledge  of  conditions  of  material  supply,  etc.,  whether 
there  are  factors  of  patriotic  or  other  public  exigency  which  make 
it  advisable  that  the  necessary  materials  be  for  the  present  pre- 
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empted  for  other  purposes  and  so  the  completion  of  the  work  tem- 
porarily deferred, 

[1]  It  remains  to  refer  to  the  suggestion  made  upon  the  wit- 
ness stand  by  the  vice  president  and. general  manager  of  the  pe- 
titioner, who  occupies  a  similar  position  in  the  Third  Avenue 
Railway  Company.  Mr.  Maher  was  asked  whether  the  company 
proposed  to  exchange  transfers  with  the  Broadway  or  Kingsbridge 
line  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railway  Company,  which  operates 
north  and  south  on  Broadway  and  serves  the  very  thickly  popu- 
lated territory  known  as  Washington  Heights  and  the  adjoining 
territory  as  far  south  as  One  Hundred  and  Twenty-fiftli  street, 
with  connections  there,  of  course,  to  the  line  down  Third  Avenue 
and  the  lines  down  Broadway  and  Tenth  avenue.  The  opinion 
had  been  expressed  that  at  least  transfers  to  the  line  to  the  ferry 
should  be  afforded  at  the  intersection  of  Broadway.  This  seemed 
necessary  to  give  a  larger  access  to  the  ferry  and  the  park.  In 
reply  to  the  inquiry,  the  witness  stated : 

"The  Witness :  May  I  state  once  more  that  it  is  our  opinion 
that  this  certificate  should  cover  for  all  time  the  question  of  trans- 
fers between  the  lines  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railway  system  of 
Manhattan  and  the  lines  of  the  Third  Avenue  Railway  System  in 
the  Bronz,  so  that  at  no  future  time  may  we  be  required  to  issue 
traQsf ers  at  the  intersection  of  this  new  line  and  the  lines  of  the 
Third  Avenue  Railway  system  that  may  intersect  it." 

The  company's  franchise  contract  of  May  18,  1917,  and  its  pe- 
tition to  the  Commission  for  permission  and  approval  for  the 
construction  of  the  extension  and  the  exercise  of  the  franchise, 
were  silent  upon  the  subject  of  transfers,  and  no  request  seems 
to  have  been  made  of  the  city  for  relief  from  any  transfers  re- 
quirement of  law.  If  Mr.  Maher  meant  to  suggest  that  in  per- 
forming its  statutory  function  under  §  53,  the  Commission 
should  undertake  to  suspend  the  statutes,  add  to  the  provisions 
of  the  contract^  and  bind  itself  and  its  successors  never  to  under- 
take to  hold  the  company  to  fulfilment  of  obligations  which  now 
or  hereafter  might  arise  by  operation  of  provisions  of  law  or  the 
statute  of  the  operating  companies,  it  needs  only  be  said  that  the 
Commission  has  no  such  power,  and  would  not  undertake  such  a 
thing  if  it  had  the  power.  The  franchise  contract  before  us 
contemplates  no  such  abrogation  of  statutory  provisions  or  abdi- 
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cation  of  statutoiy  poivera  Whether  there  shall  ever  be  re- 
quired such  an  exchange  of  transfers  between  this  extension  and 
other  lines  of  the  same  system  must  remain  for  consideration 
when,  and  as,  the  issue  arises  and  the  facts  develop.  That  ques- 
tion is  not  involved  in  the  company's  application  for  approval  of 
its  exercise  of  the  rights  conferred  by  the  submitted  contract. 

The  Commission  acts  upon  the  franchise  contract  as  entered 
into  with  the  municipal  authorities.  Neither  the  Commission 
by  its  order,  nor  the  company  by  the  oral  statements  of  its  officers 
ou  the  witness  stand,  can  vary  or  modify  the  provisions  of  that 
formal  instrument,  or  change  its  effect.  That  can  be  done  only 
by  equally  formal  action  of  the  board  of  estimate  and  apportion- 
ni'^nt  and  the  company,  and  an  effort  on  the  part  of  the.  company, 
on  the  hearings,  to  suggest  a  changed  provision  or  an  uncontem- 
plated condition  should  not  and  cannot  be  construed  as  tanta- 
mount to  a  withdrawal  of  the  company's  application  or  an  abro- 
gation of  the  Commission's  right  to  act  upon  and  approve  the 
franchise  contract  unless  and  until  the  same  has  been  withdrawn, 
annulled,  or  modified  by  mutual  consent  of  the  board  of  esti- 
mate and  apportionment  and  the  company. 

[2]  Nor  do  we  think  that  the  Commission  is  entitled  to  re- 
gard as  controlling  or  applicable  here  the  view  so  trenchantly  ex- 
pressed by  Mr.  Justice  Houghton  in  the  appellate  division  for 
the  first  department  (People  ex  rel.  South  Shore  Traction  Co. 
V.  Willcox,  183  App.  Div.  564,  118  N.  Y.  Supp.  248),  where  he 
said:  "I  do  not  think  the  Commission  is  absolutely  bound  to 
grant  a  certificate  of  approval  and  permission  to  build  and  op- 
erate a  street  railway  in  all  cases  where  the  public  authorities 
have  granted  permission.  Ability  to  serve  the  public  by  furnish- 
ing proper  transportation  is  an  element  which  the  Commission  is 
required  to  take  into  consideration,  as  well  as  necessity  for  the 
construction  of  a  railway.  A  transportation  corporation  which 
faces  certain  bankruptcy  the  moment  it  starts  cannot  properly 
serve  the  public.  Eeasonable  prosperity  is  necessary  to  reason- 
able service.  Such  a  corporation  only  cumbers  the  ground  and 
prevents  another  corporation  from  occupying  the  same  field  and 
giving  proper  service.  In  its  eagerness  to  build,  a  transportation 
corporation  might  agree  to  pay  'such  a  high  price  for  the  fran- 
chise, and  stipulate  to  carry  passengers  at  such  a  low  fare,  that  it 
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would  be  perfectly  manifest  that  it  oould  nerer  <^>erate  at  a 
profit." 

The  Commission  is  in  full  accord  with  the  view  that,  upon  an 
application  under  §  53  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  Law, 
for  a  certificate  of  permission  and  approval  for  the  ^cercise  of  a 
franchise  for  a  new  street  surface  railroad^  the  Commission  is 
entitled  to  inquire  into  the  consid^ations  suggested  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Houghton,  and  take  into  account  its  conclusions  as  to  the 
probability  whether,  under  the  franchise  terms,  the  company  can 
permanently  furnish  an  adequate  standard  of  service,  under  the 
rate  of  fare  fi^ed  in  the  franchise  or  any  rate  of  fare  practically 
chargeable  in  that  territory  and  within  the  confines  of  what  the 
public  authorities  may  do  as  to  an  increase  of  that  fare.  The 
basic  concept  of  public  policy  is  that  a  company's  primary  obli- 
gation is  to  furnish  adequate  service,  and  the  corollary  and  con- 
sequence of  this  is  that  the  fare  chargeable  therefor  shall  not  be 
left  either  too  high  or  too  low.  In  the  matt^  of  making  an  ex- 
tension which  would  serve  public  convenience,  the  Commission  is 
in  no  respect  bound  by  the  results  of  its  inquiry  as  to  the  probable 
remunerativeness  of  the  proceeds  of  the  extension  alone  (People 
ex  rel.  New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co.  v.  McCall,  219  N.  Y.  84,  P.U.R. 
1917A,  553,  113  N.  E.  795,  Ann,  Cas.  1916E,  1042  (U.  S.  Adv, 
Ops,  1917-18,  p.  80)  245  U.  S.  345,  62  L.  ed.  — ,  P.U.R.1918A, 
792,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  122).  The  view  has  uniformly  and  cor- 
rectly been  that  the  company  shall  furnish  adequate  service  in 
all  of  its  franchise  territory,  and  that  its  right  to  a  reasonable 
rate,  through  increase  of  an  existing  rate,  if  need  be,  arises  from 
the  company's  fulfilment  of  its  obligation  to  render  adequate 
servica 

As  was  said  by  Commissioner  Whitney  in  Re  Additional  Cars 
on  Brooklyn  Surface  Lines,  decided  December  13,  1916,  7  P.  S. 
C.  (K  Y.  Ist  Dist.)  247,  256 :  "The  duty  to  serve  adequately  is 
positive,  and  the  street  railroad  companies  are  not  remediless 
when  their  return  does  not  compensate  for  the  service." 

Commissioner  Whitney  also  said,  in  the  opinion  adopted  by 
the  Commission  in  that  case:  "In  the  course  of  the  hearing,  a 
comparison  was  suggested  between  the  obligation  of  an  electric 
light  or  other  utility  to  render  adequate  and  complete  serrice  at 
the  peak  load  of  maximum  demand  and  that  of  a  street  railroad  to 
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render  adequate  service  at  peak  load  periods,  since  both  are  given 
special  rights  and  privileges  and  both  undertake  adequately  to 
serve  the  public.  Counsel  for  the  companies  makes  this  re- 
sponse: '^e  said  then  and  we  repeat  now  that  the  railroad  com- 
panies cannot  do  so  because  they  are  not  allowed  a  proper  return 
for  that  kind  of  servica"  This  implies  the  proposition  that  ade- 
quate service  by  a  carrier  is  predicated  upon  a  proper  return. 
It  reverses  the  existing  law,  which  is  that  a  fair  return  is  predi- 
cated upon  adequate  service.  Public  Service  Commission  v. 
Pugct  Sound  Traction  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Wa^.)  P.U.R.1915B, 
799,  807;  Ke  MetropoKtan  Coach  Co.  (D.  C.)  P.U.R.1915D, 
740.  In  the  former  case,  the  Washington  Public  Service  Com- 
mission said : 

"To  furnish  adequate  and  sufficient  service  facilities  to  en- 
able it  to  promptly,  expeditiously,  .safely,  and  properly  trans- 
port passengers  is  the  primary  duty  of  the  respondent.  This 
duty  is  not  dependent  on  the  ability  of  the  company  to  earn  a  re- 
turn on  its  investment.  It  is  the  performance  of  this  duty  which 
entitles  the  respondent  to  a  return  on  its  investment. 

"The  service  for  which  the  company  is  entitled  to  receive  com- 
pensation in  the  form  of  a  return  on  its  investment  is  the  service 
defined  by  law,  that  is  adequate  and  sufficient. 

"The  law  does  not  authorize  the  respondent  to  demand  a  return 
on  its  investment  for  providing  a  service  which  is  60  per  cent  ade- 
quate and  sufficient,  or  anything  less  than  100  per  cent  adequate 
and  sufficient. 

"The  measure  of  compensation  to  which  respondent  may  be 
entitled  is  not  graduated  according  to  the  degree  of  proficiency 
with  which  it  discharges  its  duty. 

"The  law  does  not  authorize  respondent  to  demand  one  half 
of  a  reasonable  return  on  its  investment  for  furnishing  a  service 
which  is  50  per  cent  adequate  and  sufficient.  Hence  a  proceed- 
ing such  as  this,  to  require  respondent  to  provide  adequate  and 
sufficient  service  facilities,  is  not  a  proceeding  affecting  rates. 
It  is  not  incumbent  upon  the  Commission  to  make  a  valuation 
of  respondent's  property  before  requiring  the  respondent  to  fur- 
nish adequate  and  sufficient  service  facilities.  Bespondent  may 
not  defend  against  such  requirement  by  showing  that  the  par- 
ticular service  demanded  is  not  profitable,  and  in  this  case  it  is 
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no  defense  for  the  company  to  show  that  a  particular  line  of  its 
system  is  or  is  not  profitable." 

"1  Wyman,  Pub.  Sorr.  Corp.  §  809 ;  Piatt  ▼.  Le  Cocq,  150 
Fed.  391 ;  New  York  v.  Dry  Dock,  E.  B.  &  B.  R.  Co.  133  N.  T. 
104,  28  Am.  St.  Eep.  609,  30  N.  E.  563 ;  Atlantic  Coast  Line 
K.  Co.  V.  North  Carolina  Corp.  Commission,  206  U.  S.  1,  51  L 
ed.  933,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  585,  11  Ann.  Cas.  398;  Washington, 
P.  &  C.  R.  Co.  V.  Magruder,  198  Fed.  218." 

The  possible  or  prospective  unprofitableness  of  the  single  ex- 
tension, under  and  by  reason  of  the  existing  rate  of  fare,  does  not 
in  our  judgment  fall  within  the  rule  ^lunciated  by  Mr.  Justice 
Houghton,  or  warrant  here  the  refusal  of  the  statutory  certificate. 

The  action  of  the  Commission  should,  in  view  of  the  considera- 
tions hereinbefore  stated,  be  confined  to  the  certification  of  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity  of  the  extension,  and  the  ap- 
proval of  the  exercise  of  the  franchise  contract,  pursuant,  to  §  53 
of  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law.  The  application  made 
by  the  company's  petition  of  November  27,  1917,  based  upon  the 
contract  of  May  18,  1917,  should  be  granted  and  an  order  entered 
accordingly. 

Note. — Certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity. 

On  the  question  of  the  public  necessity  for  the  construction  of 
loops,  extensions  of  street  railway  tracks,  or  the  routing  of  cars,  evi- 
dence as  to  resulting  depreciation  or  enhancement  of  property  values 
is  immaterial.  East  Denver  Business  &  Property  Asso.  v.  Denver 
Tramway  Co.  (Colo.)  Case  No.  116,  Aug.  22,  1917. 

In  Re  International  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  Case  No.  5928,  June  5,  1917, 
in  discussing  the  question  whether  public  necessity  requires  the  ex- 
tension of  street  railway  tracks  upon  certain  streets  in  the  city  of 
Buffalo,  Commissioner  Barhite,  of  the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commission,  Second  District,  said:  ^^s  the  proposed  extension  a 
public  necessity  and  convenience?  The  term  'necessity'  as  used  in 
the  statute  does  not  mean  something  absolutely  essential.  If  it  does, 
public  service  corporations  will  very  rarely  be  able  to  extend  their 
operations.  But  will  this  additional  trackage  add  to  the  usefulness 
of  the  compan3r*8  property  as  a  whole?  Will  it  enable  the  company 
to  render  more  efficient  and  satisfactory  service  to  its  patrons?  Can 
the  members  of  the  traveling  public  reach  their  several  destinations 
more  quickly  and  comfortably  ?  If  these  things  are  so  then  private 
interests  must  not  prevail." 

The  erection  of  an  electric  transmission  line  for  the  purpose  of 
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procuring  electricity  from  a  foreign  corporation  having  large  steam 
and  hydroelectric  plants,  to  supplement  the  output  of  an  existing 
steam  plant,  was  held  to  be  necessary  to  enable  the  utility  to  meet 
promptly  the  actual  and  prospective  requirements  of  its  power  con- 
Miiuers  due  to  the  increased  industrial  activity.  Eo  Fall  River  Elec- 
tric Light  Co.  (Mass.)  June  22,  1917. 

In  Be  Central  California  Gas  Co.  Application  No.  2812,  Decision 
Xo.  4469,  July  21,  1917,  the  California  Coinniission  declined  to 
grant  a  certificate  of  convenience  to  an  artificial  gas  company  for  the 
construction  of  a  pipe  line  to  transport  natural  gas  into  its  territory, 
where  it  appeared  that  the  cost  of  such  construction  would  probably 
be  so  great  as  to  make  the  cost  of  natural  gas  delivered  by  the  system 
higher  than  the  cost  of  artificial  gas,  even  at  the  present  high  market 
price  of  materials. 

In  Re  Public  Service  Co.  No.  6072,  March  6,  1917,  the  Illinois 
Commission  granted  an  electric  utility  a  certificate  of  convenience  to 
extend  its  transmission  line  and  to  construct  a  distribution  system  in 
a  small  village  where  the  prospective  consumers  agreed  taat  the  util- 
ity might  require  payment  for  service  on  the  basis  of  a  gross  return 
of  $2,000  per  annum  for  three  years,  and  also  that  thirty  of  the  con- 
sumers would  pay  a  net  minimum  amount  of  $5.56  per  month  for  a 
like  period  of  three  years,  provided  that  the  minimum  monthly 
amount  should  be  reduced  as  the  number  of  consumers  increased. 

Te  New  Achille  Teleph.  Co.  Cause  No.  2988,  Order  No.  1293, 
June  30,  1917,  the  Oklahoma  Commission  held  that  as  the  applicant 
had  installed  its  exchange  and  purchased  its  equipment  prior  to 
March  29,  1917,  the  effective  date  of  the  statute  relative  to  procuring 
of  certificate  of  convenience,  prior  to  the  entrance  into  occupied  ter- 
ritoi7,  the  applicant  did  not  require  a  certificate  of  convenience,  and 
the  Commission  had  not  jurisdiction  of  the  application. 

A  certificate  of  convenience  for  the  construction  of  a  telephone 
line  cannot  be  granted  to  individuals  under  §  28  of  the  Illinois  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Commission  Act  Be  Schroeder  (111.)  No.  5259,  April 
30, 1917. 

The  Arizona  Commission  is  without  power  to  grant  a  certificate 

of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  establishment  of  an  electric 

utility,  in  the  absence  of  the  consent  or  a  franchise  from  county, 

municipality,  or  other  public  authority  under  ^  C  of  §  2326,  chapter 

2,  Revised  Statutes  of  Arizona  of  1913.    Ee  Sanguinetti,  Docket  No. 

387,  July  3, 1917. 
P.U.R.1018a 
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CHAS.  H.  RUTH  et  al. 

v. 

OKLAHOMA  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY  et  aL 

[Cause  No.  3188.] 

T.  P.  DONNELL  et  al. 

V. 

OKLAHOMA  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

[Cause  No.  3192.] 

CHAS.  B.  SELBY,  CO.  ATTY.,  et  al. 

v. 
OKLAHOMA  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPAITY  et  aL 

[Cause  No.  3197.] 

[Order  No.  1379.] 

Order  —  Reparation  —  Natural  gas  distributing  company  —  tnade* 
quate  —  Supply  —  Binding  effect  on  pipe  line  company  supplying 
gas. 

1.  An  eijustment  made  by  the  Oklahoma  Commission  betv.  een  a 
natural  gas  distril  uting  utility  and  its  consiuners,  allowing  them  a 
discount  on  rates  for  inadequate  service,  is  binding  on  a  pipe  line  com- 
pany supplying  gas  to  the  distributing  utility  for  a  percentage  of  the 
income  derived  from  the  sale  of  gas  to  the  consumers. 

Service  —  Natural  gots  —  Inadequate  temporary  supply  —  Discount  in 
lieu  of  fine  —  Basis, 

2.  In  a  case  growing  out  of  the  failure  of  «  natural  gas  utility  to 
furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  to  consumers  during  a  period  of 
unusually  cold  weather,  and  to  comply  with  prior  Commission  service 
regulations,  the  Oklahoma  Commission,  rather  than  fining  the  company 
for  its  omissions,  allowed  the  consumers  a  percentage  discount  on 
service  charges  on  gas  consumed  for  domestic  purposes  during  the 
period,  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  deficiency  of  the  service,  taking 
service  under  4  ounces  pressure  as  normal. 

[February  23,  1918.] 

Complaints  for  failure  cf  the  Oldahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Com- 
pany and  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company  for  failure  *o 
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provide  aB  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  domestic  purposes  in  Okla- 
homa City  at  certain  times  during  December,  1917,  and  January, 
1918,  consolidated  to  avoid  duplication  of  record;  applications 
denied,  exc^t  that  the  date  for  disallowance  of  the  regular 
prompt  payment  discount  was  deferred ;  the  Commission  granted 
a  special  discount  to  consumers  for  the  inadequate  service,  and 
provided  a  method  for  its  allowance. 

By  the  Commission :  The  matter  coming  on  for  consideration 
includes  three  causes.  The  issues  in  each  arise  out  of  the  alleged 
failure  of  the  defendants,  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company 
and  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company,  to  have  provided  and 
furnished  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  domestic  purposes  in 
Oklahoma  City  at  certain  times  within  the  month  of  December, 
1917.  The  three  causes  were  consolidated  to  avoid  duplica- 
tion of  record,  and,  the  conditions  complained  of  having  con- 
tinued into  and  through  the  month  of  January,  1918,  the  investi- 
gation of  the  charges  has  been  made  to  include  the  months  of 
December,  1917,  and  January,  1918. 

The  complaint  in  cause  No.  3188,  Ruth  et  al.  vs.  the  two  cor- 
porations heretofore  mentioned,  purports  to  be  the  complaint  of 
the  relators  individually  and  all  other  residents  of  Oklahoma 
City,  individually  and  collectively,  who  are  users  of  natural  gas. 

This  complaint  alleges  that  the  relators  are  users  of  natural 
gas,  and  are  dependent  upon  it  for  fuel  for  domestic  and  busi- 
ness purposes ;  that  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  is  a 
public  service  corporation  holding  a  franchise  in  Oklahoma  City 
for  the  sale  of  natural  gas,  exercising  right  of  eminent  domain, 
enjoying  a  virtual  monopoly  in  such  business,  and  charged  with 
the  duty  of  supplying  such  fuel ;  that  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas 
Company  is  a  corporation  existing  for  the  purpose  of  transport- 
ing natural  gas  by  pipe  lines  from  the  producing  fields  to  Okla- 
homa City,  where  it  is  under  contract  to  deliver  to  the  said  Okla- 
homa Gas  &  Electric  Company  such  fuel  for  distribution. 

The  same  complaint  alleges  that  inadequate  pipe-line  facilities 
are  provided,  and  that  the  same  are  not  maintained  in  good  con- 
dition, as  a  result  of  which  the  furnishing  of  natural  gas  has 
been  interrupted  and  a  reasonably  adequate  supply  of  natural  gas 
denied  to  the  relators.     It  is  further  alleged  that  such  interrupt 
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tions  have  occurred  at  numerous  times  within  the  last  three  years: 
certain  days  in  December,  1917,  being  specified. 

The  same  complaint  alleges  that  the  defendant  the  Oklahoma 
Gas  &  Electric  Company  has  failed  to  establish  or  maintain  stor- 
age facilities  for  a  reserve  supply  of  natural  gas,  but  that  the 
same  are  feasibla 

The  relators  pray  that  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Compaiiv  be 
required  to  show  the  amount  of  gas  furnished  daily  since  Janu- 
ary 1,  1916,  to  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company;  to  re- 
veal such  intercorporate  relationship  as  may  exist  between  the 
defendant  corporations ;  to  produce  the  contracts  entered  into  be- 
tween them  with  reference  to  supplying  gas  for  Oklahoma  City; 
that  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  be  required  to  sliow 
daily  consumption  of  gas  in  Oklahoma  City,  the  volume  neces- 
sary to  supply  Oklahoma  City  during  certain  months,  to  show 
pressure  in  ounces  necessary  to  provide  adequate  service  in  Okla- 
homa City ;  and  to  provide  and  maintain  gas-storage  facilities. 

The  complaint  of  T.  F.  Donnell  et  al.,  cause  No.  3192,  re- 
iterates the  allegations  in  the  complaint  already  reviewed  as  to 
inadequacy  of  service.  It  alleges  that  as  a  result  of  sucli  in- 
adequacy the  relators  were  without  gas  for  the  preparation  of 
meals ;  that  members  of  the  household  of  T.  F.  Donnell  contract- 
ed colds  and  illness  and  were  compelled  to  incur  expense  for 
medical  service;  that  by  reason  of  lack  of  heat  great  numbers  cf 
families  were  required  to  purchase  stoves  and  fuel,  and  others, 
unable  to  do  so  because  the  same  could  not  be  secured,  were  com- 
pelled to  go  to  hotels  at  great  expense  and  inconvenience;  ami 
that  many  business  concerns  were  compelled  to  suspend  businc??' 
at  great  loss,  damage,  and  inconvenience  to  proprietors  thereof 
and  to  patrons. 

This  complaint  alleges  that  the  defendant  companies  at  vari- 
ous times  during  the  fall  of  1917  assured  patrons  that  an  ad^ 
quate  supply  of  gas  had  been  arranged  for  and  would  be  available, 
and  that  the  relators  relied  upon  such  assurances.  It  is  alleged 
that  the  defendant  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  has  com- 
pelled consumers  to  pay  bills  promptly,  r^ardless  of  the  cause 
for  unwillingness  of  the  patron  to  do  so,  and  has  discontinued 
gas  service  on  failure  to  pay  promptly,  and  threatens  to  discon- 
tinue service  for  all  consumers  who  refuse  or  decline  to  pay  such 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RUTH  V.  OKLAHOMA  GAS  &  E,  CO.  413 

bills,  regardless  of  the  defense  against  such  claims.  These  rela- 
tors pray  that  this  Commission  restrain  said  defendant  company 
from  so  forcing  collections  of  such  gas  bills,  pending  determining 
oi  the  issues  herein. 

Complaint  in  cause  No.  3197,  Selby  et  al.  against  the  two  cor- 
jiorations  above  mentioned,  alleges  that  said  corporations  are  in 
contempt  of  Corporation  Commission's  Order  No.  1028,  requir- 
ing gas  companies  to  so  construct,  equip,  and  maintain  pipe  lines 
and  mains  and  distributing  systems  as  to  be  able  to  at  all  times 
furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  domestic  consumption,  and 
to  furiiish  and  supply  at  all  times  an  adequate  amount  of  the 
proper  quality  for  heating,  cooking,  and  lighting.  This  complaint 
represents  that  said  corporations  have  failed  in  all  respects  to 
comply  with  said  order,  particularly  from  December  8  to  Decem- 
ber 13, 1917,  inclusive.  This  complaint  makes  allegations  similar 
1o  those  already  referred  to  as  in  the  preceding  complaints  in  the 
matter  of  danger  to  public  health  and  interruption  to  business, 
alleging  that  at  least  one  death  has  occurred  on  account  of  such 
conditions.  It  contains  allegations  similar  to  those  in  the  com- 
plaint of  ItUth  et  al.,  alleging  frequent  inadequacy  of  service 
through  a  pei'iod  of  years,  insufficient  construction  and  mainte- 
nance of  pipe  lines,  and  failure  to  provide  storage.  This  com- 
plaint alleges  that  the  corporations  above  named  have  practically 
the  same  stockholders,  more  than  50  per  cent  of  the  stock  of  each 
being  owned  by  "a  certain  foreign  corporation."  It  reviews  the 
franchise  held  by  the  defendant,  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric 
Company,  and  alleges  failure  to  perform  service  as  required  there- 
by. Complainants  in  this  cause  (No.  3197)  pray  that  this  Com- 
mission take  full  charge,  control,  and  management  of  the  said 
corporations,  to  the  end  that  the  rights  of  the  public  may  be  pro- 
tected against  results  of  the  failure  to  perform  the  duties  of  said 
corporations  to  the  public,  and  that  said  corporations,  and  each  of 
them,  be  adjudged  to  be  in  contempt  of  this  Commission  and 
dealt  with  accordingly. 

Separate  answers  were  filed  by  the  two  defendant  corpora- 
tions in  causes  3188  and  3197,  and  the  defendant  Oklahoma  Gas 
&  Electric  Company  filed  its  answ^er  in  cause  3192. 

The  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  in  its  answer  in 
valise  No.  8188  (Euth  et  al.),  says  that  complainants  have  the 
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same  right  as  citizens  of  any  city  not  supplied  with  natural  gas^ 
to  procure  fuel  of  other  kinds.  It  admits  that  it  has  a  franchise 
in  Oklahoma  City,  but  denies  that  it  exercises  the  right  of  emi- 
nent domain  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  said  cities  with  all  the 
natural  gas  used  by  inhabitants  thereof ;  it  denies  that  it  possesses 
a  monopoly ;  it  admits  that  there  is  a.  contract  between  it  and 
the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company  as  alleged.  It  admits  that 
on  the  dates  in  December,  1917,  referred  to  in  said  complaint^ 
there  was  a  shortage  of  gas  in  the  city  of  Oklahoma  City;  it 
admits  that  it  has  not  maintained  any  reserve  supply,  and  says 
that  it  is  not  practical  to  maintain  tanks  for  storage  of  natural 
gas  in  such  quantities  as  would  be  necessary  to  have  provided 
sufficient  gas  on  the  dates  mentioned.  It  states  that  in  the  year 
1916  there  was  sold  in  Oklahoma  City  natural  gas  to  the  amount 
of  $926,000,  and  that  of  this  sum  this  defendant  received  less 
than  $300,000  as  its  share  under  the  contract  with  the  Okla- 
homa Natural  Gas  Company  referred  to ;  that  if  storage  capacity 
adequate  to  take  care  of  a  shortage  during  the  period  covered  by 
the  complaint  herein  were  ordered,  at  the  expense  of  this  defend- 
ant, it  would  be  subjected  to  a  loss  of  not  less  than  $900,000  per 
year,  and  if  such  storage  were  ordered  at  the  expense  of  this 
defendant  and  its  codefendants,  the  said  defendant  would  be 
subjected  to  an  outlay  of  at  least  $300,000  per  year  more  than 
they  would  receive  for  the  sale  of  natural  gas  in  Oklahoma  City. 
The  defendant  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company's  answer  is 
that  it  is  engaged  in  transporting  natural  gas  to  be  sold  in  Okla- 
homa City  and  other  towns ;  that  it  conveys  natural  gas  to  the 
city  limits  of  Oklahoma  City,  where  it  delivers  the  same  to  the 
Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  for  distribution ;  that  it  has 
been  engaged  in  this  business  for  ten  years^  during  which  time 
it  has  used  every  means  within  its  power  to  deliver  at  all  times 
an  adequate  supply  of  gas  for  all  purposes ;  that  it  has  furnished 
an  adequate  supply  in  Oklahoma  City  except  on  rare  occasions, 
one  such  exception  being  a  few  days  in  December,  1917;  tliat  it 
has  at  all  times  furnished  all  gas  which  it  can  produce  or  pur- 
chase in  the  vicinity  of  its  pipe  lines,  and  also  that  it  has  ex- 
tended its  main  line  to  the  Morrison  field  by  building  a  12-inch 
line  northerly  from  Wellston,  Oklahoma,  63  miles,  at  a  cost  of 
$800,000,  which  it  was  not  bound  in  law  to  do.    It  alleges  that 
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its  connection  with  the  Morrison  field,  completed  December  18, 
1917,  made  available  a  new  supply  of  approximately  20,000,000 
cubic  feet  of  gas  per  day,  the  capacity  of  its  pipe  line  from  such 
field.  This  defendant  says  that  its  original  pipe  line  connecting 
Oklahoma  City  with  the  gas  fields  was  a  12-inch  line,  from  which 
was  supplied  not  only  Oklahoma  City,  but  Edmond,  Guthrie, 
Shawnee,  Chandler,  and  various  other  towns;  that  said  line  was 
ample  when  constructed  to  supply  th»  towns  connected,  but  that 
Oklahoma  City  has  grown  since  then  from  30,000  to  100,000, 
Tulsa  from  12,000  to  65,000,  Muskogee  from  20,000  to  35,000, 
and  other  towns  likewise;  that  while  this  increase  in  population 
has  occurred  the  gas  supply  available  has  shifted  from  place  to 
place,  original  fields  becoming  depleted,  new  fields  being  reached 
at  great  expense,  and  they  lasting  but  two  or  three  years.  This 
defendant  alleges  that  the  various  fields  which  it  has  reached 
have  been  exhausted  by  waste  rather  than  by  use,  while  this  com- 
pany has  done  everything  in  its  power  to  bring  about  conserva- 
tion. It  allies  that,  in  an  effort  to  keep  pace  with  the  demand, 
it  has,  in  addition  to  reaching  out  into  new  fields,  built  an  addi- 
tional 12-inch  line  from  Oklahoma  City  alongside  its  original 
12-inch  line  for  a  distance  of  30  miles,  to  Wellston,  thereby 
doubling  its  capacity;  and  that  while  other  fuel  has  advanced 
in  price  the  price  of  natural  gas  in  Oklahoma  City  has  not 
changed. 

This  defendant  denies  that  it  has  failed  to  furnish  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  gas  except  on  very  few  days ;  and  states  that  it 
has  not  continually  represented  that  there  would  be  an  adequate 
supply  of  gas  in  Oklahoma  City,  but  has  advised  the  public  to 
liave  other  fuel  on  hand  for  emergencies.  It  denies  that  it  has 
been  negligent  in  construction  or  maintenance  of  its  pipe  lines, 
or  that  storage  faeilities  are  either  customary  or  practical  as  a 
means  of  providing  a  reserve  supply  of  natural  gas.  It  denies 
that  its  stockholders  are  practically  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  or  that  there  is  any  com- 
mon ownership  or  management  of  the  two  companies.  It  admits 
that  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  has  a  franchise  for 
the  distribution  of  gas  in  Oklahoma  City,  but  denies  that  the 
people  of  Oklahoma  City  have  a  right  to  depend  entirely  upon 
these  defendants  for  fuel;  averring  that  the  reason  the  people 

P.U.IL1918C. 


416  OKLAHOMA  CORPORATION  COMMISSION. 

wish  to  use  gas  is  because  it  is  cheaper  and  more  convenient  than 
other  fuel,  and  not  because  other  fuel  is  not  available,  and  that 
the  people  have  every  opportunity  of  procuring  other  fuel  that 
they  would  have  if  there  were  no  natural  gas  to  be  supplied. 

The  answer  of  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  in  cause 
yi92,  Donnell  et  al.,  and  answers  of  both  the  defendants  in 
cause  3197,  Selby  et  al.,  respond  to  all  the  allegations  herein- 
above set  forth,  and  responses  to  the  material  issues  for  consid- 
eration are  reasonably  well  covered  in  the  answers  heretofore 
reviewed  at  length.  In  addition,  however,  the  Oklahoma  Gas  & 
Electric  Company  denies  that  its  failure  to  have  provided  an 
adequate  supply  of  gas  at  all  times  is  chargeable  with  the  death 
of  any  person,  and  alleges  that  in  its  effort  to  provide  all  possi- 
ble gas  for  domestic  consumption  it  has  deprived  all  industrial 
consumers,  including  its  own  plant  for  the  generating  of  elec- 
tricity, of  the  use  of  gas  for  fuel,  thereby  incurring  a  loss  of 
many  thousand  dollars  on  account  of  the  high  cost  of  other  fuel. 

The  hearing  herein  began  on  January  2,  1918,  was  resumed 
on  January  11,  January  17,  and  January  28,  1918.  The  com- 
plainants and  numerous  witnesses  offered  testimony  supporting 
the  general  allegations  of  the  complaint  as  to  insufficiency  of 
gas  supply  at  the  time  specified,  and  there  is  no  evidence  to  con- 
trovert the  testimony  on  this  point.  Witnesses  for  the  defendants 
supported  the  allegations  in  the  answers  as  to  the  scope  of  service 
^vhich  the  public  has  a  right  to  expect  from  these  defendants,  as 
to  the  pipe-line  facilities  and  efforts  of  the  Oklahoma  Natural 
Gas  Company  to  make  such  facilities  adequate ;  and  experts  pro- 
<luced  by  the  defendants  were  examined  as  to  the  scientific  ques- 
tions involved,  having  to  do  with  pressure,  volume,  the  number 
of  heat  units  available  under  varying  conditions,  and  as  to  the 
reasons  making  it  impossible  for  conditions  to  be  better  at  the 
time  when  the  service  was  inadequate. 

If  the  duty  of  this  Commission  lay  in  the  strict  enforcement 
of  the  letter  of  its  every  order  and  regulation,  rather  than  in  the 
prescribing  and  enforcement  of  such  measures  as  will  furnish 
to  the  public  the  greatest  degree  of  relief  for  wrongs  suffered  by 
reason  of  service  unperformed,  the  logical  order  as  a  result  of 
the  complaints  and  hearings  herein  would  be  a  fine  against  eithf^r 
■or  both  of  the  defendant  corporations  on  account  of  failure  to 
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have  complied  with  the  requirements  of  Commission's  order 
No.  1028,  but  the  Commission  believes  that  its  duty  under  the 
premises  herein  considered  lies  in  action  along  a  different  line. 

All  reports,  copies  of  contracts,  and  rules,  regulations,  and 
evidences  of  practice  by  the  defendant  corporations  on  file  with 
the  Corporation  Commission,  are  r^arded  as  a  part  of  the  record 
in  this  case,  to  the  extent  that  they  throw  light  upon  the  issues 
and  assist  in  arriving  at  a  fair  conclusion  thereupon.  These 
reports  show  that  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  oper* 
ates  under  a  franchise  as  allied,  and  furnishes  natural  gas  to 
spproximately  14,500  domestic  consumers.  The  distributing 
system  reaches  all  sections  of  the  city  of  Oklahoma  Citv.  The 
gas  is  introduced  into  the  distributing  system  at  the  city  limits 
and  delivered  to  consumers  through  thirty  regulators  or  other 
stations  at  which  record  is  made  of  the  pressure  in  ounces  at 
each  such  point. 

Counsel  for  the  Oklahoma  Gks  &  Electric  Company  handed 
to  a  witness  a  copy  of  the  "Gas  Customers'  Handbook,"  which, 
it  was  stated,  is  furnished  to  all  consumers,  and  called  attention 
to  a  paragraph  on  page  5,  advising  consumers  that  "periods  of 
extreme  cold  weather  sometimes  cause  a  brief  demand  for  gas 
which  no  practical  and  financially  possible  transmission  system 
can  fully  supply.  Because  of  this  fact,  and  the  further  fact  that 
any  long-distance  pipe  line  is  liable  to  damage  from  floods  and 
other  unavoidable  causes,  we  advise  our  customers  to  obtain  some 
kind  of  auxiliary  heating  apparatus  for  use  in  possible  emer- 
gency." 

The  Commission  notes  on  page  4  of  said  handbook  the  follow- 
ing: "The  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  earns  its  wages. 
It  wants  no  revenue  which  does  not  rightfully  belong  to  it  for 
service  performed." 

The  Commission  is  sure  that  the  public  wants  service  and  is 
willing  to  pay  a  reasonable  price  therefor.  The  above  assur- 
ance of  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  that  "it  wants 
no  revenue  which  does  not  rightfully  belong  to  it  for  service  per- 
formed," clearly  indicates  that  an  adjustment  of  the  differences 
arising  between  the  company  and  its  patrons  by  neason  of  inade- 
quacy of  service,  as  alleged  and  proved  in  this  case,  not  (mly  is 
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the  solution  of  the  present  problem  which  the  Commission  must 
prescribe,  but  the  one  which  this  company  itself  must  expect 

[1]  The  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company  is  the  seoondary 
party  in  interest  as  between  the  two  defendants^  The  contract 
referred  to  in  testimony  whereunder  it  supplies  gas  for  distribu- 
tion in  Oklahoma  City  provides  that  it  shall  receive  as  compen- 
sation therefor  two  thirds  of  the  collections  of  the  Oklahoma  Gas 
&  Electric  Company  for  gas  furnished  the  puUic.  An  adjust- 
ment fair  to  the  distributing  company  and  the  public,  therefore, 
must  be  presumed  to  be  fair  to  the  pipe-line  company,  and  will 
be  so  held. 

[2]  Section  18,  article  9,  Constitution  of  Oklahoma,  reads  as 
follows :  ^The  Conunission  shall  have  the  power  and  authority 
and  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  supervision,  regulating  and  con- 
trolling all  transportation  and  transmission  companies  doing  busi- 
ness in  this  state,  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  performance  of 
their  public  duties  and  their  charges  therefor,  and  of  coniectiiig 
abuses  and  preventing  unjust  discrimination  and  extortion  by 
such  companies,"  etc. 

The  same  section  provides  further :  'TJpon  the  request  of  the 
parties  interested,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Commission,  as  far 
as  possible,  to  effect,  by  mediation,  the  adjustment  of  claims,  and 
the  settlements  of  controversies,  between  transportation  or  trans- 
mission companies  and  their  patrons  and  employees." 

Chapter  93,  Session  Laws  1913,  State  of  Oklahoma,  is  entitled 
as  follows :  "An  Act  to  Extend  the  Jurisdiction  of  the  Corpora- 
tion Commission  over  the  Rates,  Charges,  Services  or  Practices 
of  Water,  Heat,  Light  and  Power  Companies,  and  to  Give  Said 
Commission  General  Supervision  over  Such  Utilities,  and  De- 
claring an  Emergency." 

Section  3  of  said  act  reads  as  follows:  "Implied  Powers  of 
Commission — Contempt — Section  3. — In  addition  to  the  powers 
enumerated,  specified,  mentioned  or  indicated  in  this  act,  the 
Commission  shall  have  all  additional  implied  and  incidental  pow- 
ers which  may  be  proper  and  necessary  to  carry  out,  pel'f  onn  and 
execute  all  powers  herein  enumerated,  specified,  mentioned  or 
indicated,"  etc. 

The  qiiestion  of  the  jurisdictiofloi  of  the  ComniiflBi<m  to  grant 

the  relief  prayed  for  in  the  thi^e  oomplakiis  hereia  was  not 
p.u.Rasisc. 


RUTH  T.  OKLAHOMA  GAS  &  £.  CO.  410 

raised  by  either  of  the  defendants  as  to  any  of  the  several  kinds 
of  relief  sought.  It  appears  to  the  Commission,  however^  that 
the  question  for  determination  in  the  interest  of  the  publio  is  to 
what  extent  the  service  performed  by  the  defendant  company 
was  inadequate,  and  wh^her  collection  by  the  said  company  of 
a  full  price  for  such  service  as  was  rendered  would  constitute 
extortion  or  be  otherwise  unreasonable  or  unjust.  For  this  rea- 
son the  authority  of  the  Commission,  imder  the  laws  of  the  state^ 
to  deal  with  this  specific  question,  has  been  set  forth  above. 

A  recent  case  before  the  New  York  Publio  Service  Commis- 
sion, First  District,  decided  October  18,  1917,  and  reported  in 
P.U.R.1918A,  867,  entitled  "Re  Heating  Standards  for  Gas," 
appears  to  involve  a  principle  applicable  to  the  case  herein  con- 
sidered. 

In  New  York  die  rate  for  gas  is  pirescribed  by  statute,  and  is 
not  subject  to  chai^  by  the  Commission.  The  Commission  was 
requested  by  the  Federal  government  to  authorize  utilization  of 
certain  substances  found  in  the  gas  in  New  York  city,  such  utili- 
zation involving  deterioration  of  the  gas  for  fueL  Chairman 
Str>u8,  of  that  CiHumission,  discussing  the  effect  upon  the  rates 
charged  by  the  gas  eompany  of  an  order  ocmiplying  with  ouch 
request  of  the  government,  said:  ^^The  Camnussion  does  not 
have  the  power  directly  to  authorize  a  higher  rate  for  gas  than 
prescribed  by  the  law ;  and  while  it  has  the  power  to  change  the 
standard  of  the  quality,  it  does  not  appear  to  have  .lie  power 
indirectly  to  do  what  it  cannot  do  directly;  that  is,  by  lowering 
the  quality  to  force  consumers  to  use  a  greater  quantity  of  gas 
to  secure  service  equivalent  to  that  received  under  the  present 
statutory  quality,  and  thus  produce  higher  bills  to  the  oonsum- 
ers.  The  Commission  would  seem  limited  to  a  consideration  of 
a  change  of  standard  for  the  measurement  of  the  quality  of  gas 
now  legally  required.  This,  however,  does  not  prevent  the  fix- 
ing of  a  scale  of  correspondingly  decreasing  quality  and  rate/* 

In  Oklahoma  the  rate  for  gas  is  not  fixed  by  statute,  but  Is 
subject  to  control  by  the  Corporation  Commission;  neither  is 
the  quality  of  gas  to  be  supplied  regulated  by  statute.  In  Okla- 
homi^  however,  as  well  4is  in  !N^w  York,  quality  of  service  has 
an  inevitable  relation  to  the  rate  charged  therefor,  and  deterjova^ 
tion  in  quality  witiiout  relative  decreaae  in  rate  is  equivalent 
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to  an  increase  in  rate.  Quality  of  service,  if  not  fixed  by  statute 
in  Oklahoma,  is  fixed  by  custom,  and  the  evidence  of  the  Okla- 
homa Gas  &  Electric  Company  in  this  case  shows  that  natural 
gas  service  under  pressure  of  less  than  4  ounces  is  subnormal 

The  Commission  in  Order  No,  1028,  Ee  Proposed  Order  151 
(1916)  Ann.  Rep.  Okla.  C.  C.  447,  P.TJ.R.1916D,  94,  dis- 
cussing the  subject  of  service,  said :  "Gas  has  been  defined  as  a 
commodity  (West  v.  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.  221  U.  S.  229, 
55  L.  ed.  716,  85  L.RA.(N.S.)  1198,  81  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  564), 
and  the  distributors  usually  charge  for  same  according  to  the 
amount  furnished  (whether  measured  accurately  by  meter,  or 
approximately  by  flat  rate) ;  but  the  situation  is  that  even  if  as 
a  matter  of  law  the  consumer  buys  a  commodity,  as  a  matter  of 
right  he  is  entitled  to  service.  An  inadequate  supply  of  gas, 
though  expensive,  affords  poor  service.  The  grantee  of  or  bene- 
ficiary under  franchise  (who  usually  enjoys  a  monopoly)  undeiv 
takes  to  render  service  to  the  public — ^not  merely  to  supply  a 
commodity,  which  when  furnished  in  insufiicient  quantity  is 
of  no  practical  benefit,  although  as  aforesaid  still  expensive, 
therefore  gas  distributers  should  not  only  furnish  gas,  but  should 
supply  the  same  in  sufficient  quantities  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
communities  served,  and  thus  render  competent  and  satisfactory 
service. '^ 

The  extent  to  which  service  performed  has  been  inferior  in 
quality  will  be  determined  as  nearly  as  is  possible  from  informa- 
tion available,  and  a  settlement  between  the  company  and  its 
patrons  upon  that  basis  will  be  prescribed. 

The  company's  manager  stated  that  4-ounce  pressure  was  con- 
sidered normal,  the  inevitable  deduction  being  that  service  at 
less  than  4-ounce  pressure  is  inferior,  and  this  is  true  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact  generally. 

The  record  transcript  of  proceedings  January  17^  at  page  5, 
speaks  on  this  subject  as  follows: 

Mr.  Gray: 

Q.  Mr.  Moliuard,  what  is  the  normal  pressure  which  you  at- 
tempt to  maintain  to  supply  to  the  virions  eustconers  of  the 
oompany? 

A.  Four  ouneoB  all  over  the  ooontry  ia  the  normal  pressore 
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that  they  give,  but  we  give  the  customers  the  benefit  of  a  higher 
pressure  than  that,  probably,  say  90  per  cent,  conservatively, 
of  the  year. 

The  witness  explained  that  the  record  of  pressure  is  kept  by 
the  company  at  approximately  thirty  recording  stations  in  Okla- 
homa City,  the  record  being  kept  by  a  recording  gage  at  each 
regulator,  such  (pressure)  gage  being  operated  by  something 
like  clockwork,  and,  when  in  proper  working  order,  recording 
the  pressure  at  each  hour  of  the  day  or  night.  Charts  are  de- 
signed to  record  pressure  for  seven  days.  In  accordance  with  the 
agreement  of  this  witness  on  the  stand,  the  company  furnished 
to  the  Commission  the  pressure  gage  charts  from  regulation 
stations  for  the  months  of  December,  1917,  and  January,  1918. 

The  witness  explained  on  the  stand  that  extreme  cold  weather 
sometimes  interferes  with  the  proper  working  of  these  gages 
by  causing  clocks  to  stop,  and  the  charts  furnished  to  the  Com- 
mission indicate  that  there  was  considerable  trouble  of  this  char- 
acter during  the  months  involved.  There  is  sufficient  evidence, 
however,  in  the  charts  available,  to  enable  the  Commission  to 
determine  the  character  of  pressure  maintained  at  all  times  and 
at  all  stations.  Where  the  clock  at  a  certain  station  is  shown 
to  have  stopped  at  a  certain  time,  comparison  of  the  record  of 
another  station  showing  substantially  similar  pressure  has  been 
considered  an  indication  of  what  the  complete  record  for  such 
station  would  have  probably  shown.  The  number  of  compari- 
sons where  such  indirect  evidence  of  pressure  has  been  used  is 
small.  The  Commission  has  taken  the  pressure  at  the  regulator 
in  each  case  to  indicate  pressure  delivered  to  the  consumer.  It 
is  evident,  however,  and  admitted  in  testimony,  that  the  pres- 
sure actually  delivered  to  the  consumer  is  less  than  the  pressure 
at  the  regulator,  depending  upon  distance  of  the  consumer  from 
the  regulator.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  in  using  the  figures 
that  have  been  the  basis  for  the  Commission's  conclusion,  as  to 
the  ext^it  of  the  insufiiciency  of  service,  there  is  a  certain  ele- 
ment of  doubt  which  has  been  resolved  in  favor  of  the  defendants. 
On  the  other  hand  there  are  instances  where,  in  order  to  avoid 
a  too  burdensome  complication  of  the  necessary  adjustment  be^ 
tween  the  defendants  and  the  public,  the  records  from  several 
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regulators  have  been  composed  or  o(»ibined  on  what  appeared 
to  be  a  reasonable  average  involving  ocoioessiona  in  some  instances 
in  favor  of  the  defendants,  and  in  others  favorable  to  the  public. 

In  computing  the  extent  of  the  insufficiency  of  service  the 
Commission  has  considered  that  the  defendants  assumed  to  give 
service  during  twenty-four  hours  each  day,  and  an  analysis  of 
the  evidence  furnished  by  the  pressure  charts  has  enabled  the 
Commission  to  determine  the  number  of  hours  in  each  month  in 
which  service  was  less  than  normaL  Full  credit  has  been  allowed 
the  defendants  for  each  hour  where  pressure  was  4  ounces  or 
better.  Hours  when  pressure  was  3  ounces  have  been  rated  at 
75  per  cent  normal ;  2  ounces,  50  per  cent,  1  ounce,  25  per  cent, 
and  less  than  1  ounce,  zero.    By  way  of  illustration : 

Twelve  hours  at  3  oz.  pressure  were  considered  9  hours  nor- 
mal. 

Twelve  hours  at  2  oz.  pressure  were  considered  6  hours  nor- 
mal. 

Twelve  hours  at  1  oz.  pressure  were  considered  3  hours  nor- 
maL 

Twelve  hours  at  less  than  1  oz*  pressure  were  deducted  in 
whole  from  the  total  number  of  hours  in  the  period. 

The  plan  of  adjustment  above  outlined,  the  Commission  real- 
izes, does  not  account  for  the  amount  of  gas  actually  consumed 
at  pressures  less  than  i  ounces,  as  contended  for  by  the  gas  com- 
panieS)  and  as  verified  or  rather  asserted  by  gas  engineers  and 
handbooks. 

On  this  point  the  Ohio  Commission  advises  the  Oklahoma 
<]!ommission  as  follows :  " .  •  .  The  meter  will  raster  the 
same  amount  of  gas  regardless  of  delivery  pressure.  In  othei 
words,  domestic  meters  measure  volume  irrespective  of  pressure. 
The  relation  of  pressure  to  heating  value  is  illustrated  as  fol- 
lows :  One  thousand  feet  of  gas  at  atmospheric  pressure  will  give 
a  certain  amount  of  heat.  The  heat  of  1,000  feet  of  gas  under 
1-ounce  pressure  will  give  the  equivalent  to  1,004.2  feet;  under 
2-ounce  pressure,  1,008.5  feet;  under  3-ounce  pressure,  1,012.7 
feet;  imder  4-ounce  pressure,  1,017  feet;  under  5-ounce  pressure, 
1,021.2  feet ;  and  under  6-ounce  pressure,  1,025.6  fe^." 

This  closely  accords  to  the  testimony  given  by  Dr.  Do  Barr,  of 
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the  TTniversity  of  Oklahoma,  and  others  who  testified  upon  this 
subject  at  the  hearing  before  the  Commission. 

On  February  11,  1918/  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Com- 
pany filed  with  the  Commission  a  letter  referring  to  certain 
meter  tests  made,  and  our  oil  and  gas  department  concerning  this 
has  the  following  to  say : 

To  the  Commission: 

In  response  to  the  attached  communication  from  the  Okla- 
homa Gas  &  Electric  Company  in  reference  to  tests  made  in  pres- 
ence of  the  Commission's  representative,  Mr.  Wiseman,  on  Feb- 
ruary 7,  1918.    The  following  is  Mr.  Wiseman's  report: 

"Data  on  test  of  small  tin  gas  meter  in  test  room  of  the  Okla- 
homa Gas  &  Electric  Company  with  Y'  pipe  from  the  regulator 
to  the  meter  about  20"  with  six  (6)  elbow  bends.  About  4 J" 
pipe  from  meter  to  stove.  Stove  was  small  heater  with  no  mixer 
for  the  supplying  of  air  to  aid  combustion« 

"Tests  were  made  as  follows: 


Pressure  in  Ounces. 

Cubic  Feet  of  Gaa 
Registered  on 

Meter. 

Length  of  Test  in 
Minutes. 

8 

6 

4.85 

4.7 

4.6 

4.5 

4.3 

4 

3.8 

3.6 

3.4 

3.1 

2.8 

2.6 

2.1 

1.65 

.98 

.6 

3 

7i  

7  

3 
3 

«i 

6 

5* 

5   

3 
3 
3 
3 

« 

3 

4 

3 

3J 

3  

3 
3 

2i 

8 

2 

3 

li 

3 

1 

3 

i 

3 

\ 

3 

The  result  of  the  test  shown  in  their  letter  is  exactly  the  same 
as  Mr.  Wiseman's. 

We  were  taking  off  some  accounts  previous  to  the  hearing  for 
an  increase  in  electric  rates,  when  we  happened  to  discover  that 
they  were  making  tbis  tost.  Therefore^  Mr.  Wiseman  stayed 
during  the  test,  vnth  the  result  of  the  above  report 
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This  department  has  not  made  a  report  to  the  CcHnmiasion  on 
this  particular  test,  for  the  reason  that  the  same  was  not  an 
official  test  on  our  part. 

We  are  making  tests  to-day,  which  will  be  before  the  Com- 
mission as  soon  as  results  are  compiled. 

Eespectfully  submitted, 
(Signed)      A.  L.  Mitchell, 
Gas  &  Electric  Department 
Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma. 
February  22,  1918. 

The  Bureau  of  Mines,  in  a  letter  to  the  Commission,  has  thi? 
to  say  of  gas  meters,  to  wit :  "All  gas  meters  have  proved  unsat- 
isfactory at  times,  and  cause  unlimited  litigation  and  trouble. 
The  orifice  meter  is  much  more  accurate  than  the  proportional 
type,  and  should  be  used  in  measuring  the  large  quantities  of 
gas,  but  cannot  be  used  for  domestic  or  small  commercial  serv- 
ice. We  have  always  considered  a  meter  as  more  of  an  umpire 
than  an  absolute  scientific  measurement  of  the  gas,  each  party 
being  willing  to  abide  by  the  recorded  amounts  until  they  were 
clearly  wrong  and  beyond  tolerance  by  one  side  or  the  other. 
When  carefully  watched  and  tested  there  is  no  reason  why  a 
meter  cannot  be  kept  in  such  condition  that  neither  party  shall 
have  a  grievance  which  cannot  be  compromised." 

The  plan  suggested  is  supported  by  the  testimony  of  those 
who  found  their  meters  running  while  they  got  no  heat,  and  has 
a  basis  of  justice  in  the  qiuintum  meruit  of  service  rendered  by 
the  defendants,  and  the  satisfaction  received  by  the  people;  for, 
rs  stated  in  order  No.  1028,  supra,  "the  grantee  or  beneficiary 
under  a  franchise  undertakes  to  render  service  to  the  public,  not 
merely  to  supply  a  commodity  which  when  furnished  in  insuflS- 
eient  quantity  is  of  no  practical  benefit." 

Computation  of  deficiency  of  service  was  made  for  each  month 
separately. 

Had  pressure  been  equal  at  all  points  throughout  the  city,  de- 
duction of  uniform  percentages,  respectively,  from  the  bills  fur- 
nished for  December  and  January  would  have  be^i  a  fair  basis 
for  adjustment.  Such,  however,  was  not  the  case.  The  pressure 
charts  show  that,  in  several  sections  of  the  city,  pressure^  while 
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less  than  usually  furnished  by  the  company,  was  at  no  time  less 
than  4  ounces.  In  other  sections  there  were  long  periods  on 
many  days  where  pressure  was  less  than  1  ounce.  Every  step 
on  the  scale  between  zero  and  4  ounces  was  recorded  on  every 
day  of  extreme  cold  weather  at  some  point  or  points  in  the  city. 
This  condition  imposed  upon  the  Commission  the  task  of  deter- 
mining boundaries  for  districts  where  pressure  could  be  reasona- 
bly construed  as  approximately  uniform,  and  working  out  an 
iidjustment  basis  for  each  of  such  districts. 

In  arriving  at  conclusions  as  a  basis  for  determining  the 
boimdaries  of  such  districts,  it  has  been  necessary  to  make  a 
study  of  the  distributing  system  of  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Elec- 
tric Company  from  its  maps,  and  to  take  into  consideration  such 
matters  as  location  of  high-pressure  mains,  distance  from  regu- 
lators, density  of  population  indicating  relative  number  of  con- 
sumers within  each  district,  etc. 

It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  percentage  of  insufficiency 
of  service  found  by  the  Commission  does  not  mean  that  such  per- 
centage of  service  was  uniform  throughout  the  month.  In  nearly 
all  parts  of  the  city,  pres^re  was  below  normal  on  extreme  cold 
days,  and,  as  already  suggested,  in  certain  sections  was  zero  on 
such  days;  but  the  percentage  of  insufficiency  for  the  month 
takes  into  consideration,  not  only  such  days,  but  the  far  greater 
number  of  days  when  service  was  sufficient. 

While  the  Commission's  records  are  complete  as  to  ownership 
of  the  two  defendant  corporations,  this  question  has  not  been  re- 
garded as  material.  It  may  be  said,  however,  that  there  is  no 
evidence  to  support  the  allegations  in  the  complaint  touching 
the  subject. 

The  question  of  the  feasibility  of  storage  facilities  for  a  re- 
serve supply  of  gas  must  be  decided,  as  far  as  the  record  in  this 
case  is  concerned,  against  the  contention  of  the  complainants. 
Their  allegation,  that  such  relief  is  reasonably  available,  is  not 
supported ;  the  fact  is  that  it  is  impossible. 

The  effect  of  the  installation  and  operation  of  absorption  plants 
ifor  the  extraction  of  gasolene  from  the  gas  in  transpojrtation 
through  the  pipes  of  the  Oklahoma  Ifatural  Gas  Company  before 
delivery  to  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  was  raised  in 
the  testimony.    The  defendants  state  that  there  are  four  absorp* 
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tion  plants  on  the  lines  of  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company 
through  which  gas  is  supplied  to  Oklahoma  City,  but  contend 
that  the  operation  of  these  plants  in  no  material  degree  causes 
reduction  of  the  calorific  properties  of  the  gas. 

Dr.  Edwin  De  Barr,  chemist  at  the  Oklahoma  State  University 
for  twenty-five  years,  and  director  of  the  School  of  Chemical 
Engineering,  testified  as  follows: 

Mr.  Ames: 

Q.  Does  the  extraction  of  the  gasolene  content  and  the  water 
that  may  be  in  the  natural  gas  make  it  an  inferior  fuel  ? 

A.  Practically  no  reduction.     Possibly  there  might  be  a  re- 
duction of  from  1  to  20  per  cent  in  its  B.  T.  unit  value;  that  is 
its  burning  unit  value.     My  authority  for  stating  that  is  bulle- 
tin No.  120,  published  by  the  Fuel  Administrator  of  the  United 
States,  Mr.  BurrelL 

Other  witnesses  before  the  Commission  in  this  and  other  cases 
have  testified  to  the  same  effect.  The  bulletin  referred  to  by 
Dr.  De  Barr,  in  its  summary  on  the  subject  of  the  absorption 
method  of  extracting  gasolene  from  natural  gas,  says:  "The 
removal  of  gasolene  does  not  reduce  the  heat  value  of  the  gas  to 
an  appreciable  extent  In  the  case  of  natural  gas  from  two  field? 
that  the  authors  of  this  paper  experimented  with,  extracting  the 
gasolene  lowered  the  heat  value  only  3  per  cent  in  one  case  and 
2.2  per  cent  in  the  other/' 

The  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Ohio,  in  discussing  this 
point  in  a  letter  to  the  Commission,  has  this  to  say :  "Average 
natural  gas  containing  gasolene  produces  about  1  pint  per  thou- 
sand cubic  feet.  There  is  very  little  loss  of  heating  units  in  the 
removal  of  gasolene,  from  the  fact  that  there  is  a  shrinkage  in 
each  thousand  cubic  feet  of  about  40  feet  of  gas,  and  the  heating 
units  in  the  remainder  would  not  be  affected  over  1  per  cent" 

The  Bureau  of  Mines  working  under  the  Department  of  the 
Tnterior  advises  the  Commission  as  follows : 

^^Sa-called  dry  gas  in  Oklahoma  or  any  field  whioih  contains 
enough  of  the  higher  hydrocarbons  to  make  their  extraction 
2>rofitable  is  always  a  gas  of  exceptional  B.T.U.  value.  Even 
after  the  drying  of  these  gases  they  have  B.T.n.  values  far 
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fiboye  that  of  pure  methane^  due  to  ihe  othane  and  oilier  higher 
members  which  are  not  condensed  by  the  absorption  or  com- 
pression treatments. 

'TR^arding  the  actual  losses  of  B.T.TJ.  value,  we  will  quote 
Mr.  Biddison's  complete  tests  to  determine  the  losses : 

"  'The  reduction  in  heating  value  due  to  the  recovery  of  the 
gasolene  content  can  be  closely  estimated.  Suppose  a  given  gas 
has  a  gasolene  content  of  100  gallons  of  gasolene  per  million 
feet  of  gas,  or  .0001  gallons  per  cubic  foot  of  gas.  The  gasolene 
made  by  the  absorption  process  will  cause  a  shrinkage  in  volume 
of  the  gas  treated,  each  gallon  of  gasolene  being  equal  to  about 
35  feet  of  vapors.  Then  .0001  gallons  of  gasolene  extracted  from 
1  cubic  foot  of  gas  would  cause  a  shrinkage  of  .0001  x  35,  or 
.0036  cubic  feet,  leaving,  out  of  each  cubic  foot  treated,  .9965 
cubic  feet  available  for  marketing.  Now,  gasolene  of  the  nature 
made  by  this  process  has  a  heating  value  of  about  20,400  B.T.U. 
per  pound,  and  is  of  about  80  Baume  gravity,  or  5,549  x  20,400 
or  113,200  B.T.U.  per  gallon.  The  .0001  gallon  extracted  from 
1  cubic  foot  of  gas  would  contain  113,200  x  .0001,  or  11.3 
B.T.U. 

"  If  the  gas  contained  before  treatment  1,000  B.T.TJ.  per 
cubic  foot,  the  residue  of  .9965  cubic  feet  would  contain  1,000 
minus  11.3,  or  988.7  B.T.U.  If  .9965  cubic  feet  contain  988.7 
B.T.U.,  the  heating  value  per  cubic  foot  is  986.7  divided 
by  .9965,  or  992.17  B.T.U.  per  cubic  foot.  Thus  the  extrac- 
tion of  100  gallons  per  million  of  gasolene  from  a  gas  of  1,000 
B.T.U.  heating  value  results  in  a  reduction  of  992  B.T.U.  or 
.8  of  1  per  cent.  The  effect  on  a  gas  of  any  other  heating  value 
of  gasolene  yield  can  be  similarly  calculated.     .     .     . 

"  *The  reduction  in  heating  value,  noted  above,  is  so  small  as 
to  have  no  effect  on  the  value  of  the  gas  to  the  consumer,  and  of 
this  total  reduction  a  portion  takes  place  during  transmission 
of  the  gas  without  an  absorption  plant,  due  to  the  natural  con- 
densation of  gasolene  in  the  transmission  lines.  This  conden- 
sation  has  been  a  source  of  endless  trouble  and  expense  in  the 
past,  due  to  the  effect  of  the  condensate  upon  rubbers  used  in 
pipe-line  couplings,  and  the  elimination  of  this  trouble  and  ex- 
pense has  been  the  prime  reason  for  the  installation  of  some 
of  the  largest  plants.     ... 
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"  *  .  .  .  Even  thou^  a  drying  plant  reduces  the  B.T.U. 
value  2  per  cent^  if  the  drying  plants  were  not  in  use  the  con- 
densate collecting  in  drips  would  and  always  has  reduced  the 
heating  value  at  least  half  this  much ;  but  until  the  drying  plants 
were  installed  this  feature  was  considered  natural  and  no  thought 
given  to  it  As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  an  immaterial  point,  since 
the  varying  and  inefficient  methods  of  burning  gas  far  outweigh 
and  hide  any  variation  in  its  B.T.U.  value  as  small  as  1  or  2 
per  cent.' " 

During  the  acute  periods  wherein  patrons  suffered  from  cold 
on  account  of  lack  of  gas,  the  absorption  plants  on  the  gas  Unes 
were  not  in  operation.  During  this  time,  in  the  oil  and  gas  fields 
lease  operations  were  suspended  largely  on  account  of  inability 
to  use  gas  as  fuel,  gas  lines  on  leases  being  generally  frozen  up, 
^nd  even  railroad  engines  performed  indifferently,  and  some  of 
them  not  at  all,  on  account  of  inability  to  keep  up  steam.  And 
during  those  times  operators  of  absorption  plants  were  unable 
to  keep  the  same  running  on  account  of  the  freezing  of  water 
lines,  steam  lines,  sprayers,  etc. 

All  authorities  contributing  to  the  information  of  the  Com- 
mission agree  that  the  extraction  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas 
by  the  absorption  process  produces  a  more  uniform  commodity 
for  delivery  to  the  public,  and  that  in  the  absence  of  ike  applica- 
tion of  such,  or  some  similar  process,  the  amount  of  gasolene  and 
moisture  in  gas  transportation  lines  collects  at  the  low  poinb 
xind  reduces  the  carrying  capacity  of  the  pipe,  and  in  some  in- 
stances nearly,  if  not  wholly,  obstructs  the  passage  of  gas. 

In  these  proceedings  it  has  been  asserted  that  the  transporta- 
tion company  has  been  negligent  in  failure  to  extend  its  lines  to 
other  and  more  abundant  sources  of  supply.  The  record  shows 
{and  the  testimony  on  this  point  is  undisputed  and  hence  pre- 
sumably bona  fide)  that  in  1916  the  officials  of  the  company 
conceived  the  project  of  extending  its  lines  to  the  Kay  county 
field  near  the  Kansas  line,  and  to  the  Loco  field  near  the  Texas 
line;  that  they  endeavored  to  secure  gas  of  the  owners  of  gas 
wells  in  those  fields ;  that  t^ey  found  such  owners  reluctant  to 
bind  themselves  for  future  delivery  to  a  company  with  no  pipe- 
line facilities  in  the  particular  localities  involved;  that  the  of- 
ficers for  and  on  behalf  of  the  company  undertook  to  secure  pipe 
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for  the  extension  of  its  lines;  that  they  found  the  steel  mills  over- 
run  with  orders,  unable  to  make  prompt  deliveries,  and  there- 
tore  unwilling  to  accept  orders  and  promise  snch  deliveries ;  that 
nevertheless  they  succeeded  in  placing  an  order  for  sufficient  pipe 
to  extend  from  the  main  line  of  the  company  to  the  Morrison 
field ;  that  delivery  was  promised  in  ample  time  to  allow  the  con- 
struction of  a  branch  line  into  the  Morrison  field  before  the  win- 
ter of  1917-18,  but  that  on  account  of  war  conditions  the  mills 
were  unable  to  make  deliveries  of  pipe  as  ordered;  that  there- 
upon the  company  borrowed  pipe,  and  by  prematurely  abandon- 
ing a  failing  field,  redeemed  other  pipe,  and  thus  finally  suc- 
ceeded in  reaching  the  Morrison  field,  but  not,  however,  until 
the  present  supply  of  the  transportation  company  had  become  so 
short  as  to  be  insufficient  for  the  proper  acconmiodation  of  all  its 
patrons.  And,  too,  the  pipe  line  thus  laid  being  not  of  material 
selected  by  choice,  but  of  that  compelled  by  emergency,  proved 
too  small  to  afford  sufficient  gas  in  times  of  stress  brought  on  by 
abnormal  cold  weather.  Thus  viewing  the  situation  in  the  light 
of  the  facts  as  they  are,  and  laying  aside  all  bias  naturally  aris- 
ing on  account  of  unsatisfactory  service,  the  justice  of  the  situa- 
tion impels  the  conclusion  that  the  charge  of  negligence  in  this 
respect  is  unfounded  and  unreasonable. 

The  Commission  has  been  asked  why  it  does  not  order  the 
Oklahoma  Natural  Qas  Company  to  extend  its  lines  to  other 
fields.  The  futility  of  such  requirement,  since  the  failure  of 
the  former  sufficiait  supply  of  gas,  is  apparent  from  the  record 
in  this  case,  and  upon  the  record  made  the  Commission  is  not 
called  upon  to  determine  the  validity  of  such  requirement  and 
thus  foreclose  the  point,  but,  in  order  that  all  parties  may  have 
the  benefit  of  the  argument  of  the  company  and  thus  be  prepared 
to  more  fully  advise  the  Commission,  should  further  occasion 
arise,  the  position  of  the  company  on  this  point  is  set  forth  as 
stated  by  counsel,  and  is  as  follows : 

"In  its  organization  its  main  purposes  were  to  acquire  by  pur- 
chase, lease,  or  otherwise  land  in  Oklahoma,  Indian  Territory, 
and  elsewhere  containing  natural  gas,  oil,  and  other  minerals, 
and  also  to  acquire  the  natural  gas,  oil,  and  other  minerals  them- 
selves, and  to  sell  the  same,  and  to  build  and  maintain  pipe  lines 
through  which  to  convey  the  same  to  the  purchasers.     By  the 
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terms  of  its  charter  its  operations  are  not  restricted  to  Okla- 
lioma^  but  may  extend  into  any  state.  It  was  granted  its  char- 
ter under  no  special  act  of  the  legislature^  which  placed  any 
positive  or  affirmative  duty  upon  it,  but  its  charter  was  the  gen- 
eral incorporation  law  of  the  territory  of  Oklahoma,  under  which 
it  filed  its  articles  of  incorporation,  and  the  powers  granted  were 
permissive  only,  and  not  mandatary. 

'^ Judge  Marshall,  United  States  district  judge  for  the  district 
of  Utah,  sitting  in  tiie  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the 
district  of  Kansas,  on  July  24,  1913,  passed  upon  the  question 
suggested  by  you  in  the  case  of  Fidelity  Title  &  T,  Co.  v.  Kansas 
Natural  Gas  Co.  219  Fed.  614.  There  the  Kansas  Natural  Gas 
Company,  an  organization  similar  to  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas 
Company,  was  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and  the  Kansas  Pub- 
lic Utilities  Conunission  had  ordered  the  receiver  to  extend  the 
line  of  the  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  to  new  supplies  of 
gas.  The  receiver  applied  to  the  Federal  court  for  directions  as 
to  whether  he  should  comply  with  the  order  or  not ;  and  the  Fed- 
eral court  held  that  compliance  could  not  be  required,  and  di- 
rected the  receiver  not  to  comply  with  the  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion.   In  the  opinion  the  court  said : 

^'  The  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Company  is  a  foreign  corporation. 
It  was  duly  admitted  to  do  business  in  Kansas.  The  business 
it  was  authorized  to  do  and  was  in  fact  engaged  in  was  the  ob- 
taining of  supplies  of  natural  gas  by  purchase  or  by  lease  of 
wells  and  the  transportation  of  this  gas  by  pipe  lines  to  various 
cities  in  Kansas  and  adjoining  states,  where  it  waa  sold  to  local 
public  service  corporations  or  to  manufacturing  plants.  It  was 
not  a  common  carrier,  but  it  was  granted  the  right  of  oninent 
domain,  and  its  business  was  sudi  as  to  give  the  public  an  inter- 
est in  it.  By  reason  of  the  ^itry  into  Kansas,  and  the  grant  to 
it  of  the  right  of  eminent  domain,  it  entered  into  an  obligation 
to  the  state  to  the  extent  of  and  with  respect  to  its  property  d^ 
voted  to  this  quasi  public  service  that  prevented  its  abandonment 
of  that  service.  The  bondholders  took  their  mortgage,  witii  notice 
of  this  fundamental  obligation  and  subject  to  it.  On  foreclosure, 
the  purchaser  must  buy  the  property  subject  to  the  same  duty. 
The  state,  because  of  the  public  interest,  has  the  power  to  pie- 
scribe  reasonable  rates  for  gas  sold,  and  to  secure  the  efficiency 
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of  the  service  by  reasonable  regdlations;  and  it  is  not  to  be 
doubted  that  a  receiver  of  the  property  of  the  corporation  must 
operate  it  in  accordance  with  valid  state  laws  in  respect  thereto. 
But  what  are  the  limits  of  the  duty  to  the  state  or  public  ?  There 
was  no  specific  contract  or  charter  provision,  no  exclusive  right 
granted  so  as  to  imply  a  contract  to  supply  the  full  needs  of  those 
depending  on  the  monopoly  and  for  whose  interest  the  grant  was 
made.  The  action  of  the  state  was  only  permissive.  The  com- 
pany was  not  obligated  to  build  any  pipe  line  or  to  furnish  any 
gas.  So  far  as  it  availed  itself  of  this  permission,  its  property 
used  for  the  quasi  public  service  was  affected  by  the  public  inter- 
est, and  its  use  of  the  property  in  this  business  was  subject  to 
valid  state  regulation ;  but  it  did  not  become  a  mere  agency  of  the 
state,  and  was  under  no  obligation,  contractual  or  other,  to  in- 
crease its  investment  or  build  new  lines.  It  did  not  manufacture 
gas.  It  purchased  wells  and  transported  gas  by  pipe  line.  These 
wells  were  gradually  exhausted.  The  lines  were  extended  and 
more  distant  wells  obtained,  until  the  system  extended  into  sev- 
eral states.  The  security  of  the  bondholders  is  constantly  dissi- 
pated by  the  consumption  of  the  property,  and  this  method  has 
led  to  the  insolvency  of  the  corporation.  If  by  its  entry  into 
Kansas  the  company  entered  into  an  obligation  to  constantly 
buy  new  wells  and  extend  its  lines  to  new  gas  fields  so  as  to  con- 
stantly furnish  to  the  cities  of  Kansas  an  adequate  supply  of  gas, 
the  security  of  the  bondholders  was,  indeed,  illusory.  The  under- 
taking was  one  necessarily  ending  in  bankruptcy. 

*^  'It  is  well  settled  that  a  railroad  company  chartered  to  build 
a  particular  line  uflder  a  permissive  charter  is  not  liable  to  the 
state  for  a  failure  to  build  it,  and  that  only  so  far  as  it  does  build 
is  its  property  affected  by  the  public  interest.  York  &  N.  M. 
K.  Co.  V.  Reg.  1  EL  &  Bl.  858,  864,  118  Eng.  Reprint,  657,  7 
Eng.  Ry.  &  0.  Gas.  459,  1  C.  L.  R.  119,  22  L.  J.  Q.  B.  N.  S. 
225,  17  Jur.  630,  1  Week.  Rep.  368 ;  Edinburgh  P.  &  D.  Ry. 
Co.  V.  Philip,  2  Maeq.  H.  L.  Cae.  626,  3  Jur.  N.  S.  249,  5 
Week.  Rep.  377 ;  State  ex  rel.  Atty.  Glen.  v.  Southern  Minnesota 
R,  Ck).  18  Minn.  40,  GiL  21 ;  Weymouth  v.  Penobscot  Log  Driv- 
ing Co.  71  Me.  29.  And  a  fortiori,  that  such  a  omnpany  can- 
not be  required  to  construct  a  new  or  branch  line.     I  know  of 
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no  reaspn  why  this  wellnBettled  principle  is  not  applicable  in  this 
case.' 

^^This  is  the  only  case  we  know  of  where  the  question  has 
been  directly  passed  upon  as  to  gas  pipe-line  companies.  In  the 
case  of  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  E.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission, 
173  Cal.  577,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  P.U.R.1917B,  336,  160  Pac.  828, 
the  supreme  court  of  California  held  that  under  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  of  that  state  authorizing  the  Railroad  Commission 
to  order,  after  hearing,  additions,  extensions,  repairs,  or  im- 
proyements,  the  Commission  had  no  power,  where  a  branch  line 
of  railway  had  been  destroyed  and  service  thereon  discontinued 
for  about  twenty  years,  to  require  the  railway  company  to  re- 
establish that  branch  line;  and  that  to  compel  a  railway  com- 
pany to  apply  its  property  to  the  construction  and  operation  of 
a  line  of  road  which  it  does  not  desire  to  construct  or  operate 
is  to  take  its  property  without  due  process  of  law. 

"In  the  third  syllabus  the  court  said:  'Under  §  36,  Public 
Utilities  Act  (Stat.  1911 — Ex.  Sess. — ^page  36),  authorizing  the 
Railroad  Commission  to  order,  after  hearing,  "additions,  exten- 
sions, repairs,  or  improvements  to"  the  existing  plant,  equipment, 
apparatus,  facilities,  etc.,  of  a  public  utility,  the  Railroad  Com- 
mission had  no  power  to  require  a  railroad  company  to  extend 
its  line  of  railroad  or  to  build  a  new  line  to  connect  with  its 
existing  line  points  which  have  not  theretofore  been  connected, 
and  which  the  company  has  not  undertaken  so  to  connect;  since 
a  railroad  company  constructing  a  line  between  given  points  does 
rot  undertake  to  supply  the  transportation  needs  of  any  territor}' 
not  reached  by  its  lines.' 

"In  the  case  of  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Philadelphia, 
B.  &  W.  R.  Co.  122  Md.  438,  89  Atl.  726,  the  court  of  appeals 
of  Maryland  said  in  the  second  and  third  syllabi : 

"  'Where  a  railroad  branch  line  had  been  abandoned  more 
than  twelve  years  prior  to  the  passage  of  Public  Service  Law 
(Act  April  5,  1910,  chap.  180 ;  Code  Pub.  Civ.  Laws,  art.  23, 
§§  413-488),  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  to  compel  the 
railroad  company  to  rebuild  and  operate  it. 

'^  ^Acts  1856,  chap.  148,  §  12,  authorized  a  railroad  company 
to  locate  and  construct  a  railroad  from  the  water  of  Chesapeake 
bay  in  £ent  county  through  to  the  north  side  of  Sassafras  river, 
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in  Cecil  county,  or  to  some  other  point  on  the  line  of  Queen 
Anne's  &  Kent  Railroad  as  might  be  deemed  advisable.  Held, 
that  the  charter  was  merely  permissive,  and  not  mandatory,  and 
hence  a  railroad  company  and  its  successors  could  not  be  com- 
pelled to  complete  or  maintain  a  branch  line  after  it  has  been 
found  unremunerative.' 

"In  Northern  P.  R  Co.  v.  Washington  Territory,  142  U.  S. 
492,  35  L.  ed.  1092,  12  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  283,  Justice  Gray  said: 
'If  the  charter  of  a  railroad  corporation  simply  authorizes  the 
corporation,  without  requiring  it,  to  construct  and  maintain  a 
railroad  to  a  certain  point,  it  has  been  held  that  it  cannot  be 
compelled  by  mandamua  to  complete  or  maintain  its  road  to 
that  point,  when  it  would  not  be  remunerative.' 

"As  we  observed  above,  the  charter  of  the  Oklahoma  Natural 
Qas  Company  is  merely  permissive,  and  is  not  mandatory;  and 
if  it  could  be  compelled  to  construct  a  line  to  new  fields,  upon 
the  exhaustion  of  those  fields  it  could  be  required  to  again  ex- 
tend; and,  as  stated  by  Judge  Marshall  in  the  case  first  above 
cited,  such  an  imdertaking  would  be  one  necessarily  ending  in 
bankruptcy. 

"Furthermore,  it  was  held  by  the  circuit  court  of  appeals  of 
the  eighth  circuit  in  the  case  of  Haskell  v.  Cowham,  109  C.  C. 
A.  235,  187  Fed.  403,  and  by  the  Supr^ne  Court  of  the  United 
States  in  West  v.  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.  221  U.  S.  229,  55 
L.  ed.  716,  35  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1193,  31  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  564,  and 
in  Haskell  v.  Kansas  Natural  Gas  Co.  224  U.  S.  217,  56  L.  ed. 
738,  32  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  442,  that  natural  gas  is  property;  that 
while  in  the  earth  it  is  realty  and  belongs  to  the  owner  of  the 
land,  and  when  brought  to  the  surface  is  personal  property,  and 
that  the  same  is  a  legitimate  subject  of  interstate  conamerce,  and 
that  it  is  not  within  the  power  of  a  state  to  forbid  or  prevent  a 
sale  of  the  same  in  interstate  commerce.  It  will  readily  be  ob- 
served that  the  transportation  and  sale  of  natural  gas,  the  same 
being  property  and  an  article  of  commerce,  is  a  very  different 
thing  from  the  performance  of  a  service  pure  and  simple,  such 
as  a  railway  company,  a  telegraph  company,  a  telephone  com- 
pany, and  other  similar  public  service  institutions  perform. 
There  they  sell  no  oonimodity  or  property,  but  render  a  service 
pure  and  simple.    And  it  seems  to  us  that  when  it  is  held  that 
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gas  is  personal  property,  and  a  Intimate  snbject  of  interstate 
commerce  whose  sale  in  interstate  oommerce  cannot  be  forbidden, 
this  may  be  nsed  as  a  test  to  determine  the  power  of  the  state 
to  require  a  company  to  extend  its  line  for  the  purpose  of  getting 
gas  to  sell  to  a  particular  person,  corporation,  or  community.  In 
other  words,  even  if  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Cks  Company  e^ 
tended  its  lines  and  acquired  gas,  it  is  not  within  the  power  of 
the  state  to  prevent  it  from  selling  the  gas  in  interstate  com- 
merce, and  to  require  it  to  sell  it  to  a  particular  person,  corpora- 
tion, or  city. 

"The  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company,  we  understand,  has 
never  exercised  or  sought  to  exertise  the  power  of  eminent  do- 
main, but  has  always  acquired  its  right  of  way  by  purchase 
through  private  negotiation.  If  we  assume,  however,  that  in  so 
far  as  its  pipe  line  is  concerned  it  could  acquire  its  ri^t  of  way 
by  condemnation,  yet  it  is  not  within  its  power  to  acquire  either 
gas,  gas  lands,  or  gas  leases  by  condemnation.  It  has  no  power 
to  require  anybody  to  sell  it  gas,  gas  lands,  or  gas  leases,  and 
we  think  that  this  fact  is  conclusive  that  it  may  not  be»  required 
to  extend  its  line  to  any  field.  As  was  said  by  the  supreme  court 
of  California  in  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Com- 
mission, supra,  Hhe  duty  to  maintain  the  line  was  dependent 
upon  the  right  to  maintain  it;'  and  here  the  duty  to  acquire 
gas  in  remote  fields  is  dependent  upon  the  right  to  acquire  it, 
and  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company  has  no  right  to  acquire 
gas  unless  the  parties  owning  the  same  are  willing  to  sell  tbe 
gas  to  it.  The  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company's  right  to  ac- 
quire gas  is  wholly  dependent  upon  the  ownel^s  willingness  to 
sell.  It  is  conditional,  and  not  absolute.  And  the  Commission 
is  wholly  without  power  to  require  any  owner  of  gas  land,  leases, 
or  wells  to  sell  its  gas  to  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gbs  Company. 

^'A  company  dealing  in  natural  gas,  even  though  it  be  a  public 
service  corporation,  occupied  a  different  status  from  that  ooco- 
pied  by  artificial  gas  companies  and  electric  light  companies,  and 
the  difference  is  this :  Artificial  gas  companies  and  dieotric  com- 
panies undertake  to  give  service  generally.  They  manufacture 
their  service ;  their  supply  has  no  natural  limits,  and  ihej  may 
therefore  go  on  perpetually ;  whereas,  a  natural  gas  company  un- 
dertakes to  furnish  gas  only  so  long  as  its  srupply  lasts,  and  it  is 
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known  that  the  supply  is  limited  and  snbjeot  to  exhaustion. 
XTnder  these  oircnmstances  the  rale  applicable  to  artificial  gas 
companies  and  electric  light  companies  is  not  applicable  to  a 
natural  gas  company.  The  latter  owns  certain  gas  fields^  and 
therefore  a  certain  amonnt  of  gas;  it  undertakes  to  furnish  only 
-^vhat  it  has,  and  it  never  covenanted  with  anybody  to  purchase 
new  gas  fields.  It  may  do  so  if  it  wishes  and  is  able  to  do  so, 
but  whether  it  shall  do  so  is  solely  a  question  for  it  to  determine. 

"Thus,  Mr.  Wyman  in  his  work  on  Public  Service  Corpora- 
tions, §  271,  says :  'Where  the  supply  that  is  offered  has  a  natural 
limitation,  it  will  usually  be  foimd  that  the  profession  (to  serve) 
5s  limited  to  tiie  exploitation  of  that  supply.  Thus  a  company 
\^hich  undertakes  to  supply  natural  gas  from  a  given  field  cannot 
be  held  liable  for  the  failure  of  the  supply  to  meet  the  demands 
of  the  community.' 

"Again  in  §  652  the  same  author  says :  ^n  irrigation  we  have  a 
typical  case  of  natural  limitation.  When  the  flow  of  a  stream 
is  diverted  by  irrigation  works,  the  profession  of  the  managing 
company  may  fairly  be  said  to  be  confined  to  the  water  that  may 
properly  be  appropriated.  It  is  consequently  nnder  no  duty 
to  provide  other  sources  of  supply  even  against  recurrent  drouth, 
as  its  obligation  is  limited  to  the  proper  diversion  of  the  appro- 
priated water.  Only  while  it  has  available  water  is  it  bound 
to  supply  applicants.' 

"Furthermore  it  was  not  contemplated  by  the  laws  of  Okla- 
homa that  a  gas  pipe-line  company  may  be  required  to  extend  its 
lino  into  other  fields.  Thus  by  chapter  99  of  the  Session  Laws 
of  1913,  making  gas  pipe  lines  common  carriers  and  common 
purchasers,  it  is  provided  by  §  8  that  gas  pipe-line  companies 
shall  purchase  all  the  natural  gas  in  the  vicinity  of  or  which  may 
be  reasonably  reached  by  its  pipe  lines  or  gathering  branches; 
and  again  by  chapter  197  of  the  Session  Laws  of  1915,  providing 
for  the  conservation  of  gas,  it  is  provided  in  §  6  that  a  gas  pipe- 
line company  shall  purchase  all  the  natural  gas  which  may  be 
offered  for  sale,  and  which  may  be  reasonably  reached  by  its 
trunk  lines  or  gathering  lines, 

"It  will  thus  be  observed  that  the  proximity  of  the  gas  to  the 
trunk  lines  or  gathering  lines  of  the  pipe  line  company  is  the 
test  prescribed  by  the  legislature  as  to  the  obligation  of  the  pipe- 
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line  company  to  purchase  the  gas ;  and  there  is  not  only  no  intima- 
tion of  an  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  pipe-line  company  to  ex- 
tend its  trunk  lines  or  gathering  lines  to  the  gas,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  such  obligation  is  plainly  negatived. 

'^It  must  also  be  remembered  that  the  power  of  the  Corpora- 
tion Commission  over  this  subject  is  purely  legislative,  and 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  it  can  exercise  such 
power  only  in  subordination  to  the  legislature;  and  the  power 
having  been  given  by  statute,  the  same  is  measured  and  limited 
by  the  statute.  As  was  said  by  the  supreme  court  of  Florida 
in  Atlantic  Coast  Line  R.  Co.  v.  State,  —  Fla,  — ,  74  So.  595: 
The  Bailroad  Commissioners  are  statutory  officers  whose  powers 
are  special  and  limited.  They  can  exercise  only  such  authority 
as  is  l^ally  conferred  by  express  provision  of  law,  or  such  as  is 
by  fair  implication  and  intendment  incident  to  and  included  in 
the  authority  expressly  conferred  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
and  accomplishing  the  purpose  for  which  the  offices  were  estab- 
lished. Any  reasonable  doubt  of  the  existence  in  said  Commis- 
sioners of  any  particular  power  should  be  resolved  against  thar 
exercise  of  such  power.' 

^To  the  same  effect,  also,  are  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  —  Ohio  St  — ,  117  N.  E.  381 ;  State  ex  rel.  United 
R.  Co.  V.  Public  Service  Commission,  270  Mo,  429,  P.U.R 
1917D,  762,  192  S.  W.  968,  198  S.  W.  872;  State  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  ex  rel.  Wabash  R.  Co.  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  274 
111.  36,  113  N.  E.  162;  People  ex  rel.  Kelly  v.  Public  Service 
Commission,  171  App.  Div.  810,  167  N.  Y.  Supp.  703. 

^^Even  if  it  could  be  held  that  the  Commission  has  the  power 
to  require  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Gas  Company  to  extend  its 
pipe  lines  to  new  fields  remote  from  the  sources  of  supply  to 
which  it  has  voluntarily  built  heretofore,  which  we  think  cannot 
be  done,  yet  the  power,  if  it  existed,  would  be  one  which  the  Com- 
mission should  in  the  very  nature  of  things  exercise  very  cau- 
tiously ;  and  it  would  be  bound  to  see  to  it  that  such  extension  was 
not  of  unreasonable  length,  did  not  require  an  unreasonable  out- 
lay, that  the  supply  of  gas  to  which  the  line  was  to  be  built  was 
vast  in  quantity,  and  not  quickly  exhaustible ;  that  the  pipe-line 
company  could  acquire  same  at  a  reasonable  price,  and  that  the 
return  which  it  could  make  upon  the  outlay  thus  required  would 
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be  suffioient  to  compensate  it  for  such  outlay.  This  is  held  by 
this  Commission  to  be  the  rule  even  in  requiring  extensions  of 
gas  and  electric  companies  in  cities  operating  under  a  franchise, 
where  ordinarily  there  is  no  question  of  the  Commission's  power 
to  order  such  extensions. 

'^All  public  service  commissions  in  ordering  extensions  within 
cities  follow  that  rule;  and  that  is  the  rule  laid  down  by  the 
courts.  Thus,  in  People  ex  rel.  New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co.  v.  Mc- 
Call,  171  App.  Div.  680,  P.U.R1916D,  91,  157  N.  Y.  Supp. 
707,  the  supreme  court  of  New  York  said  in  the  syllabus : 

'^  Hinder  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  (ConsoL  Laws, 
chap.  48)  §  66,  subd.  2,  empowering  the  Commission  to  order  rea- 
sonable improvements  and  extensions  of  the  lines,  conduits,  and 
other  apparatus  and  property  of  gas  companies,  the  court  may 
determine,  upon  a  review  of  the  determination  of  the  Commis- 
sion, whether  an  order  for  the  extension  of  the  mains  of  a  gas 
corporation  was  a  reasonable  extension.' 

"  *An  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  requiring  relator, 
a  gas  company  supplying  the  town  where  its  plant  was  located 
and  the  adjoining  town  with  gas,  to  extend  its  mains  to  serve  a 
community  of  about  230  houses,  already  supplied  with  electric 
light,  so  that  gas  would  not  be  required  for  illuminating  purposes, 
but  only  for  cooking  and  possibly  heating  during  the  summer 
months,  none  of  which  houses  were  piped  for  gas,  and  requiring 
substitution  of  6-inch  pipes  for  4-inch  pipes  for  a  distance  of  5 
miles,  which,  upon  the  estimated  consumption  at  the  price  the 
company  was  authorized  to  charge,  would  give  a  net  income  of 
about  $1,600  a  year,  allowing  nothing  for  interest  on  bonds  or 
dividends  on  stock,  and  presumably  requiring  the  company  to 
borrow  from  $60,000  to  $70,000  for  the  new  construction,  the 
interest  on  which  would  exceed  the  net  income,  was  unreasonable, 
and  would  be  annulled/ 

"Again  in  Zeilda  Forsee  Invest.  Co.  v.  St.  Joseph  Gas  Co.  196 
Mo.  App.  871, 195  S.  W.  52,  the  Kansas  City  court  of  appeals  of 
Missouri  said  in  the  2d  syllabus :  ^A  gas  company  is  not  bound 
to  ext^id  its  mains  to  territory  not  occupied  by  it,  unless  required 
to  do  so  by  statute,  ordinance,  charter,  or  contract,  although  it 
may  have  the  privilege  to  occupy  all  streets,  and  even  under  stat- 
ute it  is  not  required  to  extend  mains  unless  the  property  is 
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within  a  ^'reasonable  distance"  or  there  e3d8t&  a  reasonable  ex> 
pectation  that  the  consumption  of  gaa  will  warrant  the  naeeBnuy 
expense.' 

'The  quantity  of  gas  obtainable  in  any  field,  and  the  rdative 
life  of  the  field,  when  considered  in  connection  with  the  cost  of 
reaching  a  remote  field,  makes  it  extremely  hazardous  for  the 
Corporation  Commission  to  undertake  to  direct  a  pipe-line  com- 
pany against  its  will  to  build  at  a  large  cost  an  extension  into 
such  field,  even  if  the  Commission  had  the  power.  And  when  vfc 
consider  the  vast  amount  of  capital  which  the  Oklahoma  Natural 
Gas  Company  has  invested,  and  the  fact  that  such  capital  will  be 
lost  unless  the  company  maintains  itself  as  a  going  eanc&m^  and 
the  fact  that  it  is  therefore  a  matter  of  vital  importance  to  the 
company  that  it  reach  gas  and  get  gas ;  and  when  we  further  con- 
sider that  the  Oklahoma  Natural  Qas  Company  haa  a  corps  of 
men  engaged  in  watching  the  fields,  observing  and  testing  the 
quantity  of  gas  found  therein,  and  also  in  dat^mining  the  cost 
of  extensions,  it  would  seem  that  the  company's  self-interest,  its 
necessity  for  obtaining  gas  if  it  is  to  survive  and  preserve  its 
investment,  would  induce  the  conclusion  that  the  matter  of  mak- 
ing extensions  might  safely  be  left  to  it  In  any  event  the  Com- 
mission could  not  require  it  to  make  an  unprofitable  extension; 
and  so  long  as  it  continues  in  business,  its  own  self -interest  will 
impel  it  to  make  profitable  ones." 

The  Commission  will  adhere  to  the  law  as  it  finds  it  to  be,  and 
not  as  it  would  otherwise  have  it  to  be ;  and  heno^  without  ad(^t- 
ing  or  rejecting  the  position  taken  by  counsel  in  the  above  ail- 
ment, puts  the  same  before  the  public  for  the  propra  considera- 
tion of  all  concerned  to  the  end  that  all  may  be  advised,  and  that 
the  public  may  determine  whether  in  the  future  their  attitude 
will  be  coercive  or  cooperative-  The  Commission  might  have 
foreclosed  this  point  in  this  case,  but  such  action  is  not  necessary 
to  proper  determination  thereof,  and  therefore  awaits  further 
light  on  the  subject. 

The  rule  adopted  in  this  case  must  necessarily  fail  when  the 
day  does  come  when  there  is  an  actual  shortage  of  gas  available 
though  ample  transportation  facilities  exist,  since  after  partial 
failure  of  the  supply  there  will  be,  as  the  same  continues  to  de- 
crease, some  gas  for  a  partial,  as  distinguished  from  a  full,  sarv- 
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ice.  '  Therefore  the  Commission  suggests  the  inadvisability  of  de- 
pending upon  the  plan  hefein  adopted  for  future  adjustments  of 
diiferences,  and  advises  the  gas  companies  before  the  coming  of 
another  winter  to  submit  some  plan  whereby  service  to  a  portion 
of  its  patrons  may  be  curtailed  so  that  there  may  be  satisfactory 
service  to  the  whole. 

For  example,  some  plan  might  be  worked  out  whereby  gas  for 
use  under  boilers  used  to  heat  large  buildings  by  steam  or  hot 
water  might  be  withdrawn  and  coal  resorted  to  in  periods  of 
stress.  Examples  need  not  be  multiplied,  as  details  along  this 
line  may  be  worked  out  by  a  conference  between  experts  of  the 
companies  and  of  the  Commission. 

Attention  might  be  directed  to  the  fact  that  the  reports  of  gas 
companies  generally  show  scant  earnings  in  the  smmner  months, 
and  to  the  possible  effects  on  future  rate  adjustments,  of  serious 
deflections  in  winter  earnings  on  account  of  subnormal  service 
during  a  limited  part  of  the  time,  while  during  most  of  the  sea- 
son service  is  reasonably  satisfactory ;  it  is  better  that  a  part  of 
the  public  resort  to  the  use  of  coal  or  othe^fuel  occasionally, 
than  for  all  the  public  to  suffer  a  general  raise  of  rates  that  would 
inevitably  follow  a  continuous  policy  of  refunds  on  the  basis 
herein  used,  in  which  the  service,  as  distinguished  from  the  com- 
modity involved,  is  alone  considered  in  the  adjustment  of  dis- 
puted charges. 

Gas,  on  account  of  the  inherent  nature  of  the  same  does  not 
circulate  under  low  temperature  with  the  same  ease  and  rapidity 
as  it  does  otherwise,  and  therefore  in  periods  of  extreme  cold, 
service  may  become  unsatisfactory  even  when  volume  and  pres- 
sure of  gas  are  both  sufficient  to  insure  good  service  under  normal 
conditions. 

All  users  of  gas  might  well  exercise  the  precaution  of  prepar- 
ing for  use  of  other  fuel  as  an  adjunct  of  gas  service  in  times  of 
severe  cold,  and  as  a  substitute  therefor,  when  they  are  unwilling 
to  abide  by  the  generally  accepted  manner  or  means  of  measuring 
the  same. 

The  foregoing  seems  to  cover  the  facts  and  matters  of  record 
pertinent  to  the  material  issues. 

The  Commission  having  given  careful  consideration  to  all  the 
testimony  in  the  record,  and  to  all  the  facts  above  referred  to, 
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iinds  to  be  reasonable  as  an  adjustment  between  these  defendants 
and  their  patrons,  and  orders  as  a  basis  for  settlemtot,  the  follow- 
ing: 

District  No.  1 :  No  discount     The  following  territory : 

All  lying  north  of  alley  between  Twenty-seventh  and  Tweoty- 
eighth  streets. 

All  lying  west  of  Kentucky  north  of  alley  between  Tenth  and 
Eleventh  streets. 

All  lying  south  of  Canadian  river  west  of  Blackwelder  north 
of  Avenue  "0.*^ 

All  bounded  by  alley  between  Thirteenth  and  Fourteenth 
streets,  alley  between  Twenty-eecond  and  Tweaty-third  and  be- 
tween Santa  Fe  track  and  Walker  street 

District  No.  2 :  Discount  for  December,  8  per  cent ;  discount 
for  January,  10  per  cent     The  following  twritory : 

All  lying  south  of  alley  between  Twenty-senrenth  and  Twenty- 
eighth  streets  and  north  of  alley  between  Twaaty-third  and  Twen- 
ty-fourth streets  between  Kentucky  avenue  and  Santa  Fe  track. 

District  No.  3:  Discount  for  December,  12  per  cent;  discount 
for  January,  14  per  cent     The  following  territory : 

All  lying  between  alley  between  Twenty-third  and  Twenty- 
fourth  streets  and  alley  between  Tenth  and  ElevMith  streets  be- 
tween Kentucky  avenue  and  Walker  street 

District  No.  4 :  Discount  for  December,  10  per  cent ;  discount 
for  January,  12  per  cent.     The  following  territory: 

All  lying  within  boundary  running  along  Pennsylvania  avenue 
from  Bock  Island  Track  to  alley  betwe^i  Tenth  and  Eleventh 
streets ;  east  along  the  said  alley  to  center  of  Walker  street;  north 
along  center  of  Walker  street  to  alley  between  Thirteenth  and 
Fourteenth  streets ;  east  along  said  alley  to  Santa  Fe  track ;  north 
to  Sixteenth  street ;  east  along  center  of  Sixteenth  street  to  Phil- 
lips street;  south  along  center  of  Phillips  street  to  Thirteentli 
street ;  east  along  center  of  Thirteenth  to  center  of  Kelley  street ; 
south  along  center  of  Kelley  street  to  Canadian  river;  west  and 
north  along  the  river  to  Pennsylvania  avenue ;  north  tiong  and 
including  both  sides  of  .Pennsylvania  avenue  to  Bock  Island  track 
(not  including  city  waterworks). 

District  No.  5.  Discount  for  December,  17  per  cent ;  discount 
for  January,  20  per  cent.     The  following  territory: 
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All  lying  east  or  north  of  line  starting  at  Bock  Island  Rail- 
way track  at  Eelley;  running  north  along  caiter  of  Eelley  to 
Thirteenth;  west  along  Thirteenth  to  Phillips;  north  along  Phil- 
lips to  city  limit. 

District  No.  6 :  Discount  for  December,  18  per  cent ;  discount 
for  January,  26  per  cent.     The  following  territory : 

All  lying  south  of  Canadian  river  east  of  Santa  Fe  track. 

District  No.  7 :  Discount  for  December,  15  per  cent;  discount 
for  January,  20  per  cent.     The  following  territory : 

All  lying  south  of  Canadian  river  west  of  Santa  Fe  track,  not 
included  in  district  No.  1. 

Discounts  allowed  herein  shall  be  in  addition  to  the  regular 
discount  allowed  for  prompt  payment  of  bills,  but  shall  apply  to 
bills  for  domestic  consumption  of  gas  only;  and  domestic  con- 
sumption, for  the  purposes  of  this  order,  shall  be  construed  to 
mean  only  gas  used  for  physical  comfort  or  for  cooking,  in  resi- 
dences only. 

Regular  discounts  on  bills  payable  in  February  for  gas  used  in 
January  shall  be  allowed  if  settlement  is  made  before  the  expira- 
tion of  the  month  of  February.  Discounts  on  bills  payable  in 
January  for  gas  used  in  December  shall  be  allowed  as  a  credit 
against  net  amount  of  bills  payable  in  February,  after  deducting 
regular  discount  and  special  January  discount  allowed  by  this 
order.  Where  bills  payable  in  February  have  been  paid,  dis- 
count allowed  by  this  order  shall  be  credited  on  bills  payable  in 
March. 

The  defendant  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company  having 
agreed  to  defer  enforcement  of  collection  of  January  bills  until 
February  26,  and  to  allow  regular  discount  on  such  bills  up  to 
that  date,  the  Oammissiom  will  deny  the  application  in  cause  No. 
3192  (Donnell  et  al.)  for  a  restraining  order  to  accomplish  this 
purpose,  except  to  further  defer  said  date  for  enforcement  of  col- 
lection and  disallowance  of  regular  discount  to  March  1. 

The  prayer  in  cause  No.  3197  (Selby  et  al.)  that  this  Com- 
mission take  charge  of  and  operate,  in  all  respects,  the  property 
and  business  of  the  Oklahoma  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  will  be 
denied.  The  prayer  in  cause  No.  3197  (Selby  et  al.)  that  fines 
for  contempt  of  order  No.  1028  be  imposed  will  be  denied. 
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Done  at  Oklahoma  City,  Oklahoma,  in  the  regular  order  of 
business,  on  this  the  23d  day  of  February,  1918. 

Corporation  Commission  of  Oklahoma,  W.  D.  Humphrey  and 

Campbell  Russell,  Commissioners. 

Note. — The  Oklahoma  Commission,  on  February  25,  1918,  Order 
No.  1380,  modified  the  order  in  Buth  v.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  E.  Co. 
ante,  410,  by  slightly  changing  the  bomidaries  of  certain  of  the  dis- 
count districts  described  to  eliminate  inequities  to  customers  served 
by  the  same  supply  line ;  by  deferring  the  date  for  the  enforcement  and 
disallowance  of  the  regular  prompt  payment  discount  until  March  20, 
:I918;  and  by  declaring  that  the  special  discount  for  inadequate  eery- 
ice  should  apply  to  the  net  amount  due  for  gas  consumed  for  domestic 
purposes,  after  deducting  the  regular  discount  for  prompt  payment 
of  bills. 

In  Re  Nowata  Gas  Co.  Cause  No.  3223,  Order  No.  1374,  Feb.  9, 
1918,  another  case  growing  out  of  the  failure  of  tiie  defoidant  to 
furnish  adequate  natural  gas  during  the  same  period  of  cold  weather 
mentioned  in  Buth  v.  Oklahoma  Gas  &  E,  Co.  the  Commission 
ordered  the  defendant  to  discbunt  all  bills  for  gas  furnished  to  do- 
mestic consumers  during  December,  1917,  and  January,  1918,  16 
and  17^  per  cent,  respectively.  The  percentage  of  the  discount  was 
arrived  at  in  substantially  the  same  manner,  using  service  under 
4  ounces  pressure  as  normal. 

The  Commission  in  the  latter  case  in  speaking  of  the  difficulties 
of  supplying  natural  gas  during  extremely  cold  weather,  said :  *The 
patrons  of  the  company  should  take  due  notice  of  this  situation,  and 
should  be  apprised  of  the  fact  that  the  only  sure  way  to  avoid  a  repe- 
tition of  inconvenience  and  suffering  endured  during  the  present 
winter  is  to  provide  a  substitute  fuel  and  substitute  heating  equip- 
ment for  such  emergencies  as  have  arisen  during  the  present  winter." 


PBNNSTIiVAiaA  PUBIilC  SXRVIOB  GOMinSSIOV. 

EE  BUTLEB  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  MOTOB  COMPANY. 

[No.  1666-1917.] 

Certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  —  JBtninewt  domain  —  Au» 
thority  for. 

The  Penq/sylvania  statutes  relating  to  the  iMuanoe  of  certificates 

of  public  convenience  do  not  enlarge  the  rights  of  an  electric  utility  so 

as  to  authorize  it,  in  effect,  to  exercise  the  right  of  eminent  domain  in 

conducting  its  lines  over  the  right  of  way  of  a  railroad,  but  place  the 
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cK«reifle  of  inch  rights  as  the  utility  already  had  under  the  regulatory 
control  of  the  PennBylrania  Commission. 

[March  12,  1918.] 

Application  by  the  Butler  Light,  Heat,  &  Motor  Company  for 
certificate  of  public  convenience  to  construct  a  crossing  of  eight 
€,600  voh  wires  over  the  tracks  and  right  of  way  of  Bessemer  & 
l^ke  Erie  Railroad  Company;  denied. 

By  the  Commission :  The  Butler  Light,  Heat,  &  Motor  Com- 
pany, a  corporation  formed  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  light, 
heat,  and  power  by  means  of  electricity,  filed  a  notice  under  the 
provisions  of  general  order  No.  11  of  its  intention  to  construct  a 
crossing  of  eight  6,600  volt  wires  over  the  property  of  the  Bes- 
semer &  Lake  Erie  Bailroad  Company,  which  includes  its  tracks 
and  a  strip  of  ground  90  feet  wide.  The  railroad  company  pro- 
tested against  the  proposed  crossing,  alleging  that  the  electric 
company  was  not  authorized  by  law  to  cross  its  tracks,  and  that 
the  manner  of  constructing  the  proposed  crossing  would  render  it 
dangerous  to  the  operation  of  the  railroad.  Under  these  circum- 
stances it  becomes  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  decide  wheth- 
er the  proposed  crossing  is  necessary  or  proper  for  the  service, 
accommodaticm,  convenience,  and  safety  of  the  public. 

The  proposed  crossing  was  to  be  constructed  for  the  purpose 
of  carrying  electricity  to  a  coal  mining  operation,  and  the  plans 
provided  that  the  wires  should  be  carried  upon  wooden  poles,  one 
of  which  was  located  near  the  center  of  the  property  of  the  rail- 
road company.  At  the  point  of  the  proposed  crossing  the  rail- 
road operates  four  tracks,  and  the  traffic  is  very  heavy.  Some 
distance  from  the  point  of  crossing  there  is  a  water  tank  at  which 
most  of  the  trains  stop,  with  the  result  that  cars  are,  in  such  cases, 
left  standing  at  the  point  where  the  wires  of  the  electric  com- 
pany would  cross  overhead.  The  railroad  company  pointed  out 
the  dangers  arising  from  these  circumstances,  and  the  testimony 
indicated  that  the  proposed  crossing  could  be  carried  under  the 
tracks  at  a  very  small  additional  expense  to  the  electric  company. 

The  electric  company  insists  that,  even  if  the  construction  of 
the  crossing  amounts  to  a  taking  of  property,  the  Coromission  has 
the  right  to  authorize  that  taking  under  the  provisions  of  §  5, 
article  3,  of  the  Public  Service  Company  Law,  which  reads  as 
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follows  V  ^'Upoii  the  approval  of  the  Commissioii,  evidenced  by  its 
certificate  of  public  convenience  first  had  and  obtained,  and  not 
otherwise,  it  shall  be  lawful  for  .  .  .  any  public  service 
company  to  construct  any  of  its  facilities  across  the  facilities  of 
any  other  public  service  company  at  the  same  or  different  levels. 
.     .     ."     [Laws  1913,  p.  1391.] 

We  are  unable  to  agree  with  the  interpretation  of  the  Public 
Service  Company  Law  advanced  by  the  electric  company.  The 
provision  quoted,  as  well  as  others  relating  to  the  issuance  of 
certificates  of  public  convenience,  was  not  intended  to  enlarge  the 
rights  of  public  service  companies,  but  to  place  the  exercise  of 
such  rights  as  they  already  had  under  the  regulatory  control  of 
the  Commission.  This  seems  to  us  to  be  clearly  shown  by  the 
provisions  of  §  21  of  article  5,  which  are  as  follows:  ^*The  is- 
suing by  the  Commission  of  any  certificate  of  public  convenience 
•  .  .  shall  not  be  construed  to  revive  or  validate  any  lapsed, 
terminated,  invalidated,  or  void  powers,  franchises,  rights,  or 
privil^es ;  or  to  enlarge  or  add  to  the  rights,  powers,  franchises, 
or  privileges  contained  in  any  charter,  or  in  the  grant  of  any 
franchises  or  any  supplement  or  amendment  to  any  charter,  or  to 
waive  or  remit  any  forfeiture.*' 

The  electric. company  does  not  have  the  power  of  eminent  do- 
main, and  the  Public  Service  Company  Law  does  not  authorize 
the  exercise  of  that  power  if  it  is  required  in  this  case. 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  and  determines  that  the  con- 
struction of  the  crossing  at  the  point  and  in  the  manner  proposed 
would  be  dangerous  to  the  traveling  public  and  beyond  the  power 
vested  in  the  electric  company  by  its  charter.  And,  therefore, 
this  12th  day  of  March,  1918,  it  is  ordered  that  the  application 
in  this  case  be  refused  for  the  reason  that  the  proposed  crossing 
is  neither  necessary  nor  proper  for  the  service,  accommodation, 
convenience,  or  saf  efy  of  the  public 
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M.  P.  LUCOBE  et  al. 

V, 

ST.  MABTS  GAS  COMPANY. 

[Complaint  Docket  No.  1700.] 

Service  —  BatenMene  —  Profit, 

1.  A  natural  gas  company,  so  long  as  its  production  warrants,  is 
required  to  extend  service  to  all  consumers  within  its  territory  who  ap- 
ply therefor  if  it  can  be  done  by  a  reasonable  outlay  of  capital;  and 
it  is  immaterial  that  a  particular  extension  may  not  be  profitable  and 
that  some  of  the  buildings  to  be  supplied  are  temporary. 

Service  —  Natural  gas  —  Exteneion  —  Vnoertainty  of  supply, 

2.  A  natural  gas  company  cannot  refuse  to  extend  its  mains  to  serve 
new  consumers  merely  on  the  ground  that  the  extent  of  its  supply  is 
problematical. 

[March  12,  1918.] 

Complaint  alleging  refusal  of  respondent  to  extend  its  service 
to  residences  of  complainants ;  sustained  and  necessary  extension 
ordered. 

Appearances :  Don  M.  Larrabee,  Williamsport,  Pennsylvania, 
for  the  complainants ;  Eugene  H.  Baird^  Bidgway,  Pennsylvania^ 
for  the  respondent 

Rilling,  Conamissioner :  M.  P.  Lucore  and  six  other  residents 
in  the  borough  of  Emporium,  Cameron  county,  complain  and 
say  they  have  applied  to  the  St.  Marys  Gas  Company,  the  re- 
spondent, for  service,  are  willing  to  abide  by  its  rules  and  regu- 
lations, but  that  service  is  denied  them.  The  answer  of  respon- 
dent admits  the  denial  of  service,  justifying  the  same  by  stating 
that  the  necessary  expenses  required  will  not  justify  the  extension 
asked  for ;  that  some  of  the  applicants'  homes  are  only  temporary, 
and  that  the  supply  of  gas  of  respondent  may,  in  the  near  future, 
become  exhausted. 

From  the  evidence  it  appears  the  respondent  is  a  public  service 
company  with  its  main  office  at  St.  Marys,  Pennsylvania.  It 
has  a  franchise  right  to  occupy  the  streets  of  Emporium  borough, 
and  has  been  supplying  public  service  therein  for  some  years  past. 
At  the  time  of  taking  the  testimony,  it  had  884  meters  on  its 
Emporium  lines,  the  same  having  been  increased  nearly  200 
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during  the  past  year.  Many  new  dwellings  were  erected  in  said 
borough  and  the  population  thereof  materially  increased  within 
this  period. 

The  applicants  have  purchased  lots  on  Seventh  street  in  a 
new  plan  of  lots  in  the  northern  part  of  said  borough,  all  but 
one  of  said  lots  being  west  of  ISifaple  street  and  contiguous  to 
one  another,  the  lot  of  George  Spellenberg  being  immediately 
east  of  Maple  street.  Seventh  street  has  been  regularly  opened 
by  proper  action  of  the  borough  council,  sewer  and  water  pipes 
laid  therein,  and  electric  lights  placed  at  proper  locations.  One 
of  the  applicants  has  erected  a  permanent  house  on  his  lot,  cost- 
ing upwards  of  $3,000.  Others  have  erected  and  are  occupying 
temporary  homes  on  the  rear  of  their  lots.  Some  are,  however, 
now  constructing  permanent  homes  on  the  front  part  of  their 
lots  on  Seventh  street,  in  which  houses,  when  completed,  the 
service  applied  for  will  be  rendered.  To  serve  these  applicants 
with  a  "dead  end"  line  will  require  the  laying  of  less  than  700 
feet  of  gas  pipe  from  the  present  lines  of  respondent  at  Sixth 
and  Maple  streets,  and  to  render  service  from  a  line  without 
a  "dead  end"  will  require  the  laying  of  about  1,200  feet  of  pipe. 
Other  vacant  lots  fronting  on  Seventh  street  when  built  upon 
will  require  service  from  the  extension  asked  for.  There  is  a 
variance  in  the  testimony  as  to  the  outlay  of  capital  required 
to  make  this  extension.  The  -applicants,  however,  consent  to 
being  served  from  an  extension  with  a  "dead  end,"  and  have 
submitted  to  respondent  an  agreement  to  pay  a  minimum  of 
$150  per  year  for  all  applicants  for  a  term  of  three  years,  if  the 
extension  is  made.  There  is  evidence  indicating  that  the  service, 
if  rendered,  will  produce  more  than  that  amount. 

The  respondent  procures  part  of  its  supply  from  wells  owned 
by  itj  but  purchases  the  greater  part  thereof  from  other  pro- 
ducers. It  haa  a  pipe  line  from  St.  Marys  to  Emporium,  a 
distance  of  about  20  miles.  Witnesses  for  respondent  testified 
that,  unless  a  new  source  of  supply  is  procured,  it  can  render 
service  for  only  a  few  years  more,  and  in  the  near  future  must 
discontinue  all  service  in  Emporium.  No  evidence  was  adduced 
as  to  the  financial  condition  of  respondent.  The  extent  of  profit 
per  thousand  feet  of  gas  sold  in  Emporium  on  gas  purchased 
was  shown.     Objection  was  made  that  some  of  the  houses  of 
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applicants  were  only  temporary  affairs,  and  of  such  a  character 
that  would  not  justify  extending  the  service  asked  for;  that  a 
part  of  them  were  beyond  the  borough  line  or  bisected  by  it. 
It  appears,  however,  that  the  new  homes  when  completed  will 
all  be  of  substantial  character  and  within  the  borough  limits. 

[1]  The  issue  raised  by  the  evidence  is  one  of  service,  and 
not  of  rates.  The  respondent  is  a  public  service  company,  and 
so  long  as  it  has  production  to  warrant,  it  is  required  by  law 
to  supply  its  service  to  all  consumers  in  Emporium  who  apply 
to  it,  if  the  applicant  can  be  served  by  a  reasonable  outlay  of 
capital.  The  determining  factor  is  not  one  of  profit  alone.  It 
must  serve  all  who  can  be  reasonably  reached,  and  what  is  or 
is  not  a  reasonable  extensicMi  cannot  be  governed  by  any  general 
rule,  but  must  be  determined  from  the  facts  in  each  case.  The 
cost  of  mating  the  extension  required  to  serve  the  diflferent  ap- 
plicants in  this  case  is  not  excessive,  even  if  it  were  made  without 
any  "dead  end"  thereon.  The  construction  thereof  will  undoubt- 
edly result  in  others  accepting  service  therefrom  in  the  future. 

We  fail  to  see  any  force  in  the  objection  made  on  account  of 
the  character  of  the  buildings  to  be  served. 

In  the  case  of  ITew  York  ex  rel.  New  York  &  Q.  Gas  Co.  v. 
ifcCall  (U.  S.  Adv.  Ops.  1917-18,  p.  80)  245  U.  S.  345,  62  L. 
ed.  — ,  P.U.E.1918A,  792,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  122,  the  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States  held:  "Corporations  which  devote 
their  property  to  a  public  use  may  not  pick  and  choose,  serving 
only  the  portions  of  the  territory  covered  by  their  franchises, 
Avhich  it  is  presently  profitable  for  them  to  serve,  and  restricting 
the  development  of  the  remaining  portions  by  leaving  their  in- 
habitants in  discomfort  without  the  service  which  they  alone 
can  render." 

[8]  The  length  of  time  respondent's  service  may  be  continued 
on  account*  of  the  fextcfnt  of  its  supply  is  problematical.  It  may 
continue  for  some  years,  even  though  it  should  be  conceded  that 
the  supply  of  natural  gas  in  that  part  of  our  state  is  diminishing. 
The  objection  made,  for  this  reason,  is  not  of  such  definite  char- 
acter as  to  permit  respondent  to  refuse  to  make  the  service  exten- 
sion required  in  this  case,  if  complainants  are  otherwise  entitled 

thereto. 
The  conclusion  of  the  Commission  is  that  the  complaint  be 
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sustained.  The  respondent  will  on  or  before  June  1,  1918, 
make  the  necessary  extensions  to  serve  the  complainants,  and 
An  order  will  be  issued  accordingly. 

Note. — Natural  gas  service. 

A  natural  gas  company  was  permitted  to  discontinue  service  where 
the  available  supply  of  gas  reasonably  accessible  to  the  company  had 
diminished  £o  such  an  extent  as  to  render  service  wholly  inadequate. 
Palestine  v.  Oblong  Gas  Co.  (111.)  No.  7201,  Dec.  18/l917. 

Upon  the  discontinuance  of  service  by  a  natural  gas  company,  it 
was  denied  authority  to  remove  its  pipes  from  the  streets  of  a  village, 
without  its  consent,  where  the  franchise  permitted  such  village  to 
use  the  pipes  and  mains  for  supplying  artificial  gas.     Ibid. 

In  Park  Abbott  Realty  Co.  v.  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  (1918) 
102  Misc.  266,  168  N.  Y.  Supp.  673,  it  was  held  that  an  order  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  forbidding  a  natural  gas  company  to 
make  or  allow  its  mains  to  be  connected  with  any  building  or  struc- 
ture with  which  connection  was  not  made  at  the  time  of  the  receipt 
of  the  order  by  the  company,  such  order  being  made  because  of  occa- 
sional shortage  of  supply,  is  unreasonable  and  arbitrary  as  applied  to 
ft  house  that  was  built  after  an  application  had  been  made  for  con- 
nection with  the  gas  company  to  which  the  premises  were  entitled 
under  the  franchise  of  the  company,  particularly  where  there  was  no 
shortage  of  supply  except  during  a  few  extremely  cold  days  during 
the  winter  when  the  demand  of  the  consumers  was  abnormal. 

In  Skien  v.  Junction  Oil  &  Gas  Co.  (Okla.)  Cause  No.  2727, 
Order  No.  1191,  Dec.  1, 1917,  it  appearing  that  defendant  had  offered 
to  furnish  free  gas  to  complainant  under  the  alleged  terms  of  a  lease 
contract,  but  that  complainant  had  refused  to  accept  it  on  these 
terms>  fearing  that  to  do  so  would  prejudice  his  rights  in  a  pending 
suit,  and  that  defendant  had  refused  to  make  a  charge  for  gas,  fear- 
ing also  that  to  do  so  would  prejudice  its  rights  in  the  same  suit,  the 
Commission  ordered  complainant  to  render  service  on  the  same  terms 
as  it  supplied  service  to  others  similarly  situated,  such  order  not  to 
be  construed  to  prejudice  the  rights  of  either  of  the  parties  in  any 
suit  at  law  outside  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Conunisaion. 
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SOUTH  DAKOTA  BOARD   OF  RAIIiROAD   COMMISSIOX£RS. 

T.  B.  McCTJLLOCH 

V. 

FARM  &  HOME  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[F-494.] 

JEUitea  —  Telephone  —  Sieitching  fee  —  Physical  connection  —  Pay^ 
tnent. 

1.  Under  the  laws  of  South  Dakota,  'the  charge  arising  from  the 
connection  of  a  rural  line  with  the  exchange  of  another  company  on  a 
switching  basis  must  be  paid  by  the  rural  company,  and  may  be  in- 
cluded in  its  subscribers'  rental  rates. 

Service  —  Telephone  —  Physical    connection  —  Rural    line  —  Consent 
of  subscribers. 

2.  The  South  Dakota  Commission  refused  to  require  a  rural  tele- 
phone utility  to  make  physical  connection  with  the  exchange  of  another 
company,  upon  application  of  the  latter,  until  it  is  conclusively  shown 
that  a  majority  of  the  subscribers  of  the  rural  line  desire  the  service 
and  are  willing  to  pay  the  required  switching  charge  therefor. 

[February  28,  1918.] 

CoMPi-AiNT  for  order  requiring  a  physical  connection  between 
the  lines  of  the  Farmers  &  Merchants  Telephone  Company  and 
the  Farm  &  Home  Telephone  Company  in  the  town  of  Dante; 
application  denied  until  it  is  shown  that  interested  subscribers 
desire  the  switching  service,  in  which  event  the  utilities  should 
make  arrangements  to  connect ;  no  final  order  entered. 

By  the  Commission :  Complaint  in  this  case  is  for  an  order 
requiring  a  physical  connection  between  the  telephone  lines  of 
the  Farmers  &  Merchants  Telephone  Company  and  the  Farm  & 
Home  Telephone  Company  in  the  town  of  Dante.  The  hearing 
was  held  at  Avon.  The  complainant  was  represented  by  Mr. 
T.  R.  McCulloch,  owner  of  the  Farmers  &  Merchants  Telephone 
Company.  The  defendant  was  represented  by  Mr.  F.  J.  Maw- 
hinney,  manager  of  the  Farm  &  Home  Telephone  Company. 

The  complaint  alleges  among  other  things  that  the  defendant 
owns  and  operates  a  rural  party  telephone  line  extending  from 
Wagner  to  and  within  the  tovm  of  Dante ;  that  the  complainant 
operates  and  maintains  an  exchange  in  Dante,  and  there  is  no 
physical  connection  between  the  exchange  of  the  complainant 
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and  the  said  rural  line  of  the  defendant  at  that  or  any  other  \ 

point;  that  the  subscribers  of  the  rural  line  of  the  defendant 
reside  in  the  trade  territory  of  Dante,  and  that  there  is  a  great 
public  demand  and  necessity  for  a  connection  between  the  said  i 
rural  line  of  the  defendant  and  the  exchange  of  the  complainant 
at  Dante  in  order  that  rural  subscribers  of  both  companies  may 
have  intercommunication;  that  complainant  has  applied  to  the 
defendant  for  such  connection,  and  his  application  was  refused. 
The  record  in  this  case  discloses  that  the  complainant  operates 
exchanges  in  the  towns  of  Avon  and  Dante,  and  owns  and  operates 
a  total  of  twenty-one  rural  lines  radiating  from  his  Avon  ex- 
change, and  one  of  these  has  connection  at  the  exchange  in  Dante; 
that  he  also  maintains  a  blank  wire  connecting  the  exchanges  in 
Avon  and  Dante  for  the  convenience  of  his  subscribers  in  inter- 
communicating, and  for  this  service  no  charge  is  made;  that 
the  exchange  in  Dante  is  furnishing  service  to  seven  town  sub- 
scribers at  a  rental  rate  of  $1.50  per  month;  that  it  is  approxi- 
mately 7  miles  from  Avon  to  Dante  and  8  or  9  miles  from  Dante 
to  Wagner.  The  record  further  shows  that  the  defendant  owns 
and  operates  an  exchange  in  Wagner  and  rural  party  telephone 
linos  in  that  locality,  and  one  of  these  is  a  blank  wire  to  the 
town  of  Dante,  and  furnishes  service  to  eighteen  subscribers  who 
reside  within  the  town  limits  of  Dante.  There  are  no  subscribers 
connected  on  this  line.  That  another  of  its  lines,  which  is  con- 
nected with  the  Wagner  exchange,  runs  from  Wagner  in  the 
direction  of  Dante,  passing  through  the  outskirts  of  said  town 
and  terminating  at  a  point  some  distance  south  thereof;  that 
this  line  is  furnishing  service  to  a  total  of  fifteen  rural  sub- 
scribers, nine  of  whom  reside  south  of  the  town  of  Dante ;  that 
other  rural  lines  of  both  companies  extend  to  and  within  the  ter- 
ritory adjacent  to  the  town  of  Dante;  some  of  these  lines  occupy 
nearly  the  same  territory ;  one  line  from  the  defendant's  exchange 
at  Wagner  passes  the  exchange  at  Dante  and  is  extended  nearly 
if  not  more  than  half  way  to  Avon,  while  another  line  from  the 
Avon  exchange  parallels  this  line  from  Wagner  for  a  short  dis- 
tance. Persons  on  the  line  extending  from  the  Wagner  exchange 
desiring  to  talk  with  their  neighbors  on  the  line  extending  from 
the  exchange  at  Avon  naust  have  their  messages  passed  through 
the  exchanges  at  Wagner,  Dante,  and  Avon,  and  for  a  portion 
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of  the  distanoe  pay  a  toll  rate.  The  reverse  is  true  as  to  persons, 
subscribers  on  the  line  extaiding  from  Avon  into  the  Dante 
territory,  who  desire  to  talk  with  their  friends  and  neighbors 
who  are  subscribers  on  the  line  of  the  defendant  which  extends 
from  the  Wagner  exchange  past  the  Dante  and  at  least  half  way 
to  the  exchange  at  Avon.  Because  of  the  construction  of  these 
lines  into  competing  territory,  we  have  a  peculiar  situation. 
The  subscribers  on  the  line  extending  from  Avon  into  the  Dante 
territory  desire  that  the  line  of  the  defendant  extending  into 
the  same  territory  from  the  Wagner  exchange  be  connected  in 
some  manner  with  the  Dante  exchange  so  as  to  permit  of  inter- 
communication between  the  subscribers  of  these  two  lines.  There 
were  not  present  at  the  hearing,  however,  any  persons  representing 
the  subscribers  of  defendant's  line  extending  from  the  Wagner 
exchange  into  and  between  the  Dante  territory.  If  the  con- 
nection were  ordered,  these  subscribers  of  the  defendant  would 
be  required  to  pay  to  complainant  a  switching  fee  for  switching 
of  messages  at  the  Dante  exchange,  and  unfortunately  they  have 
never  been  made  a  parly  to  the  proceeding  and  were  not  repre- 
sented at  the  hearing. 

At  the  hearing  a  number  of  the  subscribers  of  the  defendant 
who  reside  within  the  town  of  Dante  and  are  on  a  line  connected 
with  the  Wagner  exchange  appeared  and  gave  testimony  in 
support  of  the  application,  with  a  view  of  eliminating  the  neces- 
sity of  maintaining  two  telephones,  and  several  subscriberg  on 
the  line  of  the  complainant  extending  from  Avon  into  the  Dante 
territory  appeared  and  Toiced  their  desire  for  a  connection 
through  which  they  could  have  access  to  the  rural  line  of  the 
defendant  which  runs  south  of  Dante. 

[1,  8]  It  will  readily  be  seen  that  if  a  connection  were  made 
between  the  exchange  in  Dante  and  the  line  of  the  defendant  with 
which  the  eighteen  subscribers  are  connected,  the  rural  situation 
would  in  no  way  be  relieved,  while,  on  the  other  hand,  if  the 
connection  were  made  between  the  exchange  and  the  rural  line 
of  the  defendant  which  passes  south  of  Dante,  the  town  sub- 
scribers would  obtain  no  relief.  In  his  testimony  the  applicant 
voiced  a  desire  for  a  connection  with  the  rural  lines,  while  all 
of  the  testimony  entered  by  interested  subscribers  connected  with 
the  system  of  the  defendant  company  was  in  support  of  a  con- 
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nection  with  the  blank  line.  No  subscribers  on  the  rural  line 
were  present,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  record  which  would 
tend  to  show  that  they  desire  such  connection.  Under  the  laws 
of  this  state  and  the  regulations  of  this  Commission,  where  rural 
lines  are  connected  with  exchanges  on  a  switching  basis,  a  switch- 
ing charge  is  provided  for  the  additional  service  and  must  be 
paid  by  the  telephone  company  owning  the  rural  line  so  con- 
iLected,  and  permission  is  granted  to  include  this  extra  compen- 
sation in  the  rental  rate. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  proper  and  efficient  telephone  de- 
velopment should  at  all  times  be  fostered  to  the  greatest  possible 
extent  consistent  with  the  wishes  of  those  receiving  and  paying 
for  the  service,  and  that  the  use  of  the  telephone  is  retarded 
where  rural  communities  are  not  properly  connected.  In  view 
of  this  fact,  and  also  of  the  fact  that  no  desire  is  expressed  of 
record  by  the  patrons  of  the  rural  line  with  which  a  connection 
is  sought,  this  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that,  until  such  time  as  it 
can  be  conclusively  shown  that  a  majority  of  the  subscribers  on 
the  rural  line  of  the  defendant  company  which  passes  to  and 
south  of  the  town  of  Dante  are  desirous  of  having  direct  con- 
nection with  the  exchange  of  the  complainant  in  Dante,  and 
are  willing  and  ready  to  pay  the  switdiing  charge  therefor,  the 
present  application  should  be  denied.  We  are  likewise  of  the 
opinion  that,  whenever  these  subscribers  wish  this  connection 
and  are  willing  to  meet  the  requirements  and  pay  the  fee  for  this 
service,  both  lines  of  the  defendant  company  entering  the  toAvn 
of  Dante  should  be  connected  with  that  exchange,  and  in  case 
the  interested  subscribers  are  agreeable  and  desire  this  switching 
service,  the  telephone  company  should  make  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements to  connect.  In  case  the  companies  are  unable  to  agree, 
or  refuse,  the  matter  may  be  brought  to  our  attention. 

No  order  will  be  made  in  this  case  at  this  time. 

Note. — ^A  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines  should  be  re- 
quired when  two  telephone  companies  are  operating  in  the  same 
territory  and  the  duplication  of  the  plant  or  the  dual  service  cannot 
be  removed.     Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Social  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 

Order  F-320,  Nov.  14,  1917. 
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II^ST  VIRGINIA   PUBLIC   SERVICE   COMMISSION. 

BE  WEST  VIBGINIA  CENTRAL  GAS  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Case  No.  567.] 

VdluaUon  —  Aaeertaimnent  —  Tom  return  and  valuation  —  Effect. 

1.  The  estimated  ralue  of  utility  property  in  its  return  to  as 
assesBment  board  may  properly  be  considered  in  arriving  at  the  value 
for  rate  making,  bat  the  utility  should  not  be  bound  thereby  or  by  the 
value  fixed  by  the  assessing  board  on  the  basis  of  revenue. 

Valuation  —  Natural  gas  —  Appreciation  —  Developed  leaseholds, 

2.  A  natural  gas  utility  should  not  be  allowed  the  full  increase  io 
the  value  of  developed  leaseholds,  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  where 
the  delay  rentals  have  been  included  in  operating  expenses  paid  by  the 
consumer. 

Depreciation  —  Accrued  depreciation  —  Natural  gas  plant, 

3.  A  deduction  of  28  per  cent  from  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  natural 
gas  utility's  plant  and  distribution  system,  for  depreciation,  was  held 
sufficient  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  for  rate  making  where  the 
property  was  very  largely  constructed  within  the  preceding  seven  or 
eight  years. 

Valuation  —  Overhead  charges  —  Plant  extended  by  regular  officers,. 

4.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  overheads  in  a  valuation  for 
rate  making,  where  the  services  they  represent  were  performed  by  the 
company's  own  representatives  and  are  already  allowed  as  an  operating 


TahuUion  —  Bate  —  Natural  gas  —  Expenditures  for  well  drilling  out 
of  operating  eacpense, 

5.  Expenditures  for  natural  gas  well  drilling  should  not  be  capital- 
ised for  rate  nmking,  where  already  allowed  as  an  operating  expense. 

TtHuation  —  Going  value  —  WelUmanaged  plant  —  Amount. 

6.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  was  made  for  going  value  in  a  na- 
tural gas  rate  valuation,  where  the  utility's  rates  and  dividends  have 
never  been  unreasonably  high  and  its  plant  has  been  economically  con- 
structed and  developed. 

Tatuation  —  Working  capital  —  Amount, 

7.  An  amount  equal  to  an  average  monthly  collection  was  allowed 
as  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  natural  gas  plant. 

Metum  —  Naturtd  gas  ^»  Httzardous  character  of  ImMness  —  Effect. 

8.  A  natural  gas  utility,  owing  to  the  hazardous  character  of  its 
business  and  the  rapid  depletion  of  its  property,  is  entitled  to  receive 
a  higher  rate  of  return  than  other  utilities. 

Betwm  —  Operating  expense  —  Officers*  salaries, 

9.  Fifty  per  cent  of  salaries  for  management  of  subsidiary  com- 
panics,  fixed  on  the  basis  of  active  service  in  a  strenuous  construction 
period,   was   deducted   by  the  West  Virginia   Commission,   where  the 
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services  had  become  of  a  mere  supervisory  character;  especially  in  view 
of  the  necessity  of  charging  high  rates  for  the  service. 

Betum  — >  Natural  gas  —  Amount, 

10.  A  return  of  a  little  less  than  13  per  cent,  although  not  as  great 
as  usually  allowed,  was  deemed  reasonable  by  the  West  Virginia  Com* 
mission  in  allowing  an  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  natural  gas  utility, 
where  the  company  had  enjoyed  a  fair  return  in  preceding  years,  and 
due  to  a  failure  in  the  gas  field  the  new  rates  are  higher  than  average. 

Appartiontnent  —  Bates  —  Naiural  gas  —  Ifum^rous  esmmunitiea 
served  by  one  system, 

11.  In  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas,  the  cost  per  thousand  cubic  feet 
was  apportioned  to  different  communities  in  proportion  to  the  percent- 
age of  the  property  used  for  each. 

Constitutional  law  —  Impairment  of  oontraet  —  JFrancMss  provisions 
^  Bates. 

12.  The  West  Virginia  Conunission  hss  power  to  fix  rates  lor  na- 
tural gas  irrespective  of  the  provisions  of  a  franchise  granted  by  a  mo- 
nicipality  acting  under  legislative  authority. 

[January  22,  1918.] 

Application  by  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Coiiapany^  West 
Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  West  Virginia,  and  North- 
ern Natural  Gas  Company  for  permission  to  increase  rates  for 
furnishing  natural  gas;  granted  in  part;  the  value  of  the  com- 
bined properties  for  rate-making  purposes  fixed  at  $3,497^393.36. 

Appearances :  John  B.  Richards,  Off  the  firm  of  Brown,  Ely,  & 
Richards,  of  Buffalo,  New  York,  and  R.  G.  Altizer,  of  Charles- 
ton, West  Virginia,  for  petitioners ;  Samuel  T.  Spears,  E.  H.  Arn- 
old, and  R.  M.  Drane  for  the  cities  of  Elkins,  Philippi,  Beling- 
ton,  Piedmont,  Junior,  and  Parsons,  and  £.  M.  Drane  for  the 
city  of  Keyser,  remonstrants. 

Morgan,  Chairman:  The  companies  above  named  filed  their 
joint  petition  with  the  Commission  on  the  28th  day  of  February, 
1917,  alleging  that  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company 
and  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  West  Virginia 
were  each  corporations  organized  and  engaged  in  the  gas  business 
under  the  laws  of  and  in  the  state  of  West  Virginia,  and  that  ths 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  was  a  Maryland  corporation 
also  engaged  in  said  gas  business  in  the  state  of  West  Virginia. 

The  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company  asked  permission 
to  increase  its  rates  at  Jane  Lew,  Butcherville,  Deanville,  Light- 
burn,  and  vicinities,  from — 10  cents  and  12  cents  per  M,  with  2 
cents  off,  to — 17  cents  per  M,  with  2  cents  off. 
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.til 


Class  "A." 
t  Domestio  Consumers. ) 
)r  second  100  M,  all  in  ezcesa  at  14^  p«f  M^  with 

Class  "B." 
louses,  Large  Hospitals,  Public  and  Charitable  In- 


stitutions.) 


Class  "C." 

..3  for  manufacturing,  industrial,  and  other  like  pur- 
j>oses,  including  gas  engines.) 


-  off. 


.-y  oir,  for  Class  "A." 
off,  for  Class  "B." 
:  200  M,  with  24  off,  and 
Ml  in  excess  of  200  M,  with  Zt  off,  for  Class  "0.'' 

Volga,  Hall,  Belington,  Junior,  Dartmour,  and 


Class  "A." 

.  2<*  off,  for  first  100  M. 
M  24  off,  for  second  100  M. 
th  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  IL 

Class  ''B." 


nf r  M,  with  1^  off. 


vith  14  off. 


Class  "C." 


I,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "A." 
.:,  with  24  off,  for  Class  *'B," 

.  with  24  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 
Ni,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "C." 

r.ins,  Beverly,  Mill  Creek,  Huttonaville,  and  vicinities, 


Class  "A." 

«)  M,  25^  and  274  per  M,  with  24  off. 
100  M,  22^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
.  ds  of  200  M,  174  per  M,  with  24  off. 

Class  "B." 
.   r  M,  with  1^  off. 

Class  "C." 
per  M,  with  1^  off. 


M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "A." 
4,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "B." 
ff,  for  first  200  M,  and 

d,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "C." 
l8C. 
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At  Parsongy  Hambleton,  Hendricks,  Montrose^  Moore,  and  yi- 
cinities,  from — 

Class  "A." 

First  100  M,  26^  per  M,  with  2^  off. 
Second  100  M,  22^  per  M,  with  2^  off. 
All  iu  excess,  17^  per  M,  with  24  off. 

Class  «B.» 
36^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 

Class  "C." 
11^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 

to— 


ttr*  ft 


32^  per  M,  with  2^  off,  for  Class  "A." 

22^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "B." 

32^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

10^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "C. 

The  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  West  Vir- 
ginia asked  permission  to  increase  its  rates  at  Davis,  Thomas, 
Douglass,  William,  Bayard,  Dobbin,  Gormania,  Henry,  and  vi- 
cinities, from — 

Class  "A," 

First  100  M,  25^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
Second  100  M,  22^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
All  in  excess,  114  per  M,  with  24  off. 

Class  "B." 
16^  per  M,  with  14  off. 

Class  "C." 
11^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 

to — 

33^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "A." 

23^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "B." 

33^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

16<(  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "0.* 

At  Elk  Garden  and  vicinity,  from — 

Class  "A." 

First  100  M,  25^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
Second  100  M,  22^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
All  in  excess,  17^  per  M,  with  24  off. 

Class  "B." 
16^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 

Class  "0." 

First  1,000  M,  13^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 
Second  1,000  M,  12^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 
All  in  excess,  11^  per  M,  with  14  off. 
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Z54  per  M,  with  2^  off,  for  Class  "A*" 

24/  per  M,  with  2^  off,  for  Class  "B." 

35/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

17f^  per  M,  with  2#  off,  fw  aU  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  CU«  '^'^ 

At  Piedmont,  Keyser,  and  vicinities,  from — 

Class  ''A." 

First  100  M,  27/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 
Second  100  M,  22/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 
All  in  excess,  17/  per  Hi,  with  2/  off. 

Class  "B  * 
16/  per  M,  with  1/  off. 

Class  "C* 
13/,  12/,  and  11/  per  M,  with  1/  off. 

to— 

36/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  Class  "A.* 

35/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  Class  ••B." 

36/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

17/  per  M,  witii  2/  off,  lor  all  in  excess  of  200  H,  for  CUst  "a* 

9 

At  Kidgley  and  vicinity,  from — 

Class  "A.» 

First  100  M,  27/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 
Second  100  M,  22/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 
All  in  excess,  17/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 

Class  "B.** 
16/  per  M,  with  1/  off. 

Class  "C." 
13/,  12/,  and  11/  per  M,  with  1/  off. 

to— 

40/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  Class  "A." 

27/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  Class  "B." 

40/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

17/  per  M,  with  2/  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  '^^ 

At  St.  George  District,  Rowlesburg,  Manheim,  Kingwood, 
Tunnelton,  Albright,  and  vicinities,  irosn. — 

Class  "A." 

First  100  M,  27/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 
Second  100  M,  22/  per  M,  wHh  24  off. 
All  in  excess,  17/  per  M,  with  2/  off. 

Class  ''B." 
16/  per  M,  with  1/  off. 

Class  "C* 

11/  per  M,  with  1/  off.      ' 
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n 


34^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Clam  ''A. 

24^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  **B." 

34^  per  M,  with  2<  off,  for  £ri^t  20i)  ^I,  and 

16<  per  M,  with  24  off,  lor  ail  in  excess  of  200  M«  for  Claas  "0." 

At  Black  Fork  DiBtrict,  from — 

CUae  "A." 

First  100  M,  27<»  per  M,  with  24  off. 
Second  iOu  M,  22^  per  M,  with  2^  off. 
All  in  excess,  17<  per  M,  with  24  off. 

CUae  *'B.» 
16^  per  M,  with  1^  off. 

to— 

34<f  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Oaaa  "A." 

24<f  per  M,  with  2t  off.  for  Class  "B." 

34^  per  M,  with  2^  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

16^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "C" 

The  Xorthem  Natural  Gas  Company  asked  to  increase  its 
rates  at  Corinth,  Terra  Alta,  and  vicinitiee,  from — 

Claaa  ''A." 

First  100  M,  27^  per  M,  with  24  off. 
Second  100  M,  22^  per  M,  with  U  off. 
All  in  excess,  17^  per  M,  with  24  off. 

Claas  *^.» 
16^  per  M,  with  Ic  off. 

to — 

36^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Oass  ♦'A." 

2o4  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  Class  "B." 

35d  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  first  200  M,  and 

17^  per  M,  with  24  off,  for  all  in  excess  of  200  M,  for  Class  "C." 

Petitioners  alleged  that  their  present  rates,  owing  to  the  rapid 
depletion  of  their  supply,  increased  cost  of  producing  and  purchas- 
ing gas,  and  increased  <^)erating  expenses,  were  unjust  and  unrea- 
sonable. Petitioners  further  alleged  that  their  reason  for  making 
a  joint  application  was  because  the  Eastern  Oil  Company,  a  West 
Virginia  corporation,  was  the  o\\Tier  of  all  the  stock  of  the  West 
Virginia  Central  Gas  Company;  that  the  Eastern  Oil  Company 
and  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company  were  the  owners  of 
all  the  stock  of  the  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of 
West  Virginia,  said  latter  company  owning  all  the  stock  of  the 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company,  except  a  few  shares  owned  hy 
the  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  a 
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corporation  operating  in  Maryland,  and  all  of  the  stoek  of  which 
was  owned  by  the  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  of 
West  Virginia ;  that  all  of  the  places  served  by  the  above-named 
companies  received  their  gas  from  the  fields  and  wells  operated 
by  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company ;  and  that,  while  the 
acconnts  were  kept  separately,  the  main  pipe  lines  and  town 
plants  were,  in  effect,  operated  as  one  system,  and  that  the  inter- 
corporate relationship  of  petitioners  was  such  that  they  were  each 
interested  in  the  aggregate  revenue  which  all  would  be  entitled 
to  receive. 

An  order  was  entered  requiring  each  of  said  applicants  to 
publish  notice  of  its  said  application  once  each  week  for  four 
successive  weeks  in  two  newspapers  of  opposite  politics  of  general 
circulation  in  the  counties  affected,  and  to  post  a  copy  of  said 
order  and  said  proposed  rates  for  public  inspection  in  each  of 
the  offices  of  said  companies  in  each  of  the  said  counties  affected. 
Said  order  provided,  further,  that  the  matters  arising  on  said  peti- 
tion would  be  heard  at  a  meeting  of  the  Commission  at  its  offices 
in  the  city  of  Charleston  on  the  10th  day  of  April,  1917.  Formal 
protests  against  and  objections  to  said  proposed  new  rates  were 
filed  by  the  towns  of  Terra  Alta,  Elkins,  Mill  Creek,  Hendricks, 
Kingwood,  Junior,  Davis,  Keyser,  Parsons,  Piedmont,  Philippi, 
and  Belington.  Numerous  informal  objections  were  also  filed 
sgainst  said  rates. 

Evidence  was  offered  on  behalf  of  the  petitioners  before  the 
Commission  on  May  24,  1917,  when  an  adjournment  was  had  un- 
til July  26th,  when  the  taking  of  evidence  on  the  part  of  petition- 
era  was  concluded.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  taking  of  testimony  on 
the  part  of  applicants,  on  motion  of,  and  at  the  request  of  counsel 
for  remonstrants,  the  Commission  directed  that  the  books  and 
records  of  said  petitioners  be  examined  by  the  statistician  for  the 
Commission,  which  examination  was  made  and  report  thereof 
later  filed  by  said  statistician  with  the  Commission.  No  witness- 
es were  introduced  by  protestants. 

The  matter  was  argued  orally  before  the  Commission  and  final- 
ly submitted  on  learned  and  exhaustive  briefs  on  January  2, 1918. 

The  entire  plant  of  petitioners,  including  the  West  Virginia 
and  Maryland  Gas  Company  of  Maryland,  constitutes  one  large 
system,  and  is  owned  and  controlled  by  the  Eastern  Oil  Company, 
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n  corporation  organized  in  1893  with  a  capital  stock  of  $1,000,- 
000,  the  several  underlying  or  subsidiary  companies  having  been 
incorporated  in  connection  with  the  expansion  and  extension  of 
the  field  as  an  aid  to  financing  said  extensions,  the  Eastern  Oil 
Compjiny  advancing  the  capital  as  needed  to  carry  on  and  de- 
velop the  business  of  said  underlying  companies.  In  1898  and 
1899,  the  Eastern  Oil  Company  acquired  about  6,000  acres  of 
leases  in  the  rich  gas  fields  of  Lewis  and  Harrison  counties,  ob- 
tained a  franchise  from  the  town  of  Buckhannon,  installed  a  dis- 
tribution system  in  jaid  town,  and  began  to  furnish  gas  to  the 
citizens  thereof  through  the  Buckhannon  Gas  Company,  a  cor- 
poration organized  for  that  purpose.  Shortly  thereafter,  about 
1903,  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company,  one  of  the  pe- 
titioners herein,  was  organized  and  incorporated,  with  a  capital 
stock  of  $500,000,  which  was  later  increased  to  $2,000,000,  took 
over  the  business  of  the  Buckhannon  Gas  Company,  and  extended 
the  pipe  lines  to  Philippi,  Belington,  and  Elkins,  the  line  lat^r 
being  extended  from  Elkins  to  Beverly,  Mill  Creek,  Huttonsville, 
Volga,  and  Hall.  After  supplying  all  this  territory,  the  com- 
pany had  a  large  surplus  of  gas  and  no  market  for  same.  About 
the  year  1906,  the  West  Virginia  &  Maryland  Gas  Company  was 
incorporated  with  a  capital  stock  of  $2,000,000  for  the  purpose 
cf  extending  the  lines  and  furnishing  gas  to  Thomas,  Piedmont, 
Keyser,  Cumberland,  Frostburg,  and  other  towns  in  Maryland; 
$1,250,000  in  bonds  were  issued  by  said  company  for  the  pur- 
f)ose  of  making  said  extension.  The  business  was  conducted  in 
Maryland  by  a  corporation  organized  for  the  purpose  by  the 
name  of  the  Northern  Maryland  Gas  Company,  with  a  capital  of 
$20,000,  owned  by  the  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company. 
Still  having  plenty  of  gas,  further  extensions  were  made  in  1909 
to  Oakland 'and  neighboring  towns  in  Maryland  and  to  Terra 
Alta,  West  Virginia.  The  Northern  Natural  Gas  Company, 
one  of  the  petitioners  herein,  was  organized  for  this  purpose. 
The  line  was  extended  a  little  later  to  Rowlesburg,  Eingwood,  and 
Tunnelton. 

The  entire  plant  of  petitionees  on  which  a  return  is  iisked 
(not  including  between  20,000  and  30,000  aores  of  what  is 
known  as  wildcat  territory  in  Braxton^  Prestcm,  and  Upshur 
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counties,  which  is  now  tinder  lease  by  petitioners  and  on  which 
no  valne  is  sought  to  be  fixed)  consists  of  about  10,821  acres  of 
developed  or  proved  territory,  9,672  acres  of  which  is  operated 
and  1,149  acres  undrilled,  140  gas  wells  and  gathering  lines  and 
three  compressor  stations  located  in  Lewis  and  Harrison  coun- 
ties and  three  wells  not  connected  with  the  lines  in  Braxton  coun- 
ty, two  main  transmission  lines,  one  10  inch  and  the  other  12 
inch,  extending  from  the  field  through  Lewis,  Barbour,  Upshur, 
and  Kandolph  counties  to  Near  Parsons  in  Tucker  county,  a  dis- 
tance of  about  48  miles,  and  from  there  a  single  12-inch  line 
continues  through  Tucker  county.  Grant  and  Mineral  counties 
to  near  Piedmont,  where  said  line  divides  into  two  branches, — 
one  extending  to  Cumberland,  the  other  to  Frostburg,  Maryland. 
The  entire  length  of  said  12-inch  line  is  about  111  miles.  Num- 
erous lateral  or  branch  lines  leading  from  said  transmission  lines 
to  the  towns  hereinbefore  named,  and  70  distributing  plants,  of 
which  47  are  in  West  Virginia,  21  in  Maryland,  and  2  in  both 
Maryland  and  West  Virginia. 

The  combined  capital  stock  of  petitioners  is  about  $4,100,000„ 
with  $300,000  in  bonds  outstanding.  The  total  indebtedness, 
including  bonds,  of  said  companies  is  about  $1,000,000.  Peti- 
tioners have  about  20,000  domestic  consumers,  of  which  number 
about  12,000  are  located  in  West  Virginia,  and  8,000  in  the  state 
of  Maryland. 

Applicants  had  an  appraisal  and  valuation  of  their  entire  plaint 
made  by  Samuel  S.  Wyer,  consulting  engineer  and  valuation  ex- 
pert, of  Columbus,  Ohio,  who  filed  with  his  evidence  in  the  case 
a  large  volume  of  about  460  pages,  containing  a  complete  inven- 
tory of  petitioners'  property,  showing  in  minute  detail  each  item 
hnd  the  value  placed  thereon  by  said  witness. 

The  basis  of  valuation  adopted  by  said  witness  was  that  of 
reproduction  new,  less  depreciation.  In  order  that  the  valuation 
should  not  be  placed  on  either  an  extremely  high  or  an  extremely 
low  basis,  witness  used  what  he  claimed  to  be  a  fair  average  price 
for  material  and  labor  during  the  ten-year  period  prior  to  Sep- 
tember 1,  1915.  Said  valuation  was  made  without  any  regard  to 
first  cost  or  outstanding  securities,  a  summary  of  which  is  a& 
follows : 
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nection  with  the  blank  line.  No  subscribers  on  the  rural  line 
were  present,  and  there  is  nothing  in  the  record  which  would 
tend  to  show  that  they  desire  such  connection.  Under  the  laws 
of  this  state  and  the  regulations  of  this  Commission,  where  rural 
lines  are  connected  with  exchanges  on  a  switching  basis,  a  switch- 
ing charge  is  provided  for  the  additional  service  and  must  be 
paid  by  the  telephone  company  owning  the  rural  line  so  con- 
nected, and  permission  is  granted  to  include  this  extra  compen- 
sation in  the  rental  rate. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  proper  and  efficient  telephone  de- 
velopment should  at  all  times  be  fostered  to  the  greatest  possible 
extent  consistent  with  the  wishes  of  those  receiving  and  paying 
for  the  service,  and  that  the  use  of  the  telephone  is  retarded 
where  rural  communities  are  not  properly  connected.  In  view 
of  this  fact,  and  also  of  the  fact  that  no  desire  is  expressed  of 
record  by  the  patrons  of  the  rural  line  with  which  a  connection 
is  sought,  this  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that,  until  such  time  as  it 
can  be  conclusively  shown  that  a  majority  of  the  subscribers  on 
the  rural  line  of  liie  defendant  company  which  passes  to  and 
south  of  the  town  of  Dante  are  desirous  of  having  direct  con- 
nection with  the  exchange  of  the  complainant  in  Dante,  and 
Jire  willing  and  ready  to  pay  the  switdiing  charge  therefor,  the 
present  application  should  be  denied.  We  are  likewise  of  the 
(•pinion  that,  whenever  these  subscribers  wish  this  connection 
and  are  willing  to  meet  the  requirements  and  pay  the  fee  for  this 
service,  both  lines  of  the  defendant  company  entering  the  town 
of  Dante  should  be  connected  with  that  exchange,  and  in  case 
the  interested  subscribers  are  agreeable  and  desire  this  switching 
service,  the  telephone  company  should  make  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements to  connect  In  case  the  companies  are  unable  to  agree, 
or  refuse,  the  matter  may  be  brought  to  our  attention. 

No  order  will  be  made  in  this  case  at  this  time. 

Note. — ^A  physical  connection  of  telephone  lines  should  be  re- 
quired when  two  telephone  companies  are  operating  in  the  same 
territory  and  the  duplication  of  the  plant  or  the  dual  service  cannot 
be  removed.    Dakota  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Social  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.) 

Order  F-320,  Nov.  14,  1917. 
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1¥EST  VIRGINIA   PUBLIC   SERVICE   COMMISSION. 

BE  WEST  VIBGINIA  CENTRAL  GAS  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Case  No.  557.] 

Valuation  —  Ascertainment  ^  Tax  return  and  valuation  —  Effect, 

1.  The  estimated  Talue  of  utility  property  in  its  return  to  as 
aesessment  board  may  properly  be  considered  in  arriving  at  the  value 
for  rate  making,  but  the  utility  should  not  be  bound  thereby  or  by  the 
▼alue  fixed  by  the  asaessing  board  on  the  basis  of  revenue. 

TeUuation  —  Natural  gas  —  Appreciation  ^  Developed  leaseholds, 

2.  A  natural  gas  utility  should  not  be  allowed  the  full  increase  in 
the  value  of  developed  leaseholds,  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  where 
the  delay  rentals  have  been  included  in  operating  expenses  paid  by  the 
consumer. 

Depreciation  ^  Accrued  depreciation  —  Natural  gas  plant, 

3.  A  deduction  of  28  per  cent  from  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  natural 
gas  utility's  plant  and  distribution  system,  for  depreciation,  was  held 
sufficient  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  for  rate  making  where  the 
property  was  very  largely  constructed  within  the  preceding  seven  or 
eight  years. 

Valuation  ^  Overhead  charges  —  Plant  extended  hy  regular  officers, 

4.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  overheads  in  a  valuation  for 
rate  making,  where  the  services  they  represent  were  performed  by  the 
company's  own  representatives  and  are  already  allowed  as  an  operating 


FoltMitlon  —  Rate  —  Natural  gas  ^  Expenditures  for  well  drilling  out 
of  operating  expense. 

5.  Expenditures  for  natural  gas  well  drilling  should  not  be  capital- 
teed  for  rate  making,  where  already  allowed  as  an  operating  expense. 

Valuation  —  Going  value  —  WeU^managed  plant  —  Amount, 

6.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  was  made  for  going  value  in  a  na- 
tural gas  rate  valuation,  where  the  utility's  rates  and  dividends  have 
never  been  unreasonably  high  and  its  plant  has  been  economically  con- 
structed and  developed. 

Toluation  ^  Worlcing  capital  —  Am,ount, 

7.  An  amount  equal  to  an  average  monthly  collection  was  allowed 
as  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  natural  gas  plant. 

Belum  ^  Natural  gas  —  Hasardous  character  of  "business  —  Effect, 

8.  A  natural  gas  utility,  owing  to  the  hazardous  character  of  its 
business  and  the  rapid  depletion  of  its  property,  is  entitled  to  receive 
a  higher  rate  of  return  than  other  utilities. 

^Mum  ^  Operating  expense  —  Officers^  salaries, 

9.  Fifty  per  cent  of  salaries  for  management  of  subsidiary  com- 
panies, fixed  on  the  basis  of  active  service  in  a  strenuous  construction 
period,   was  deducted   by  the   West  Virginia   Commission,   where  the 
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believe  is  a  fair  value  for  that  portion  of  petitioners'  property. 
Mr.  Wyer,  in  his  valuation,  considered  28  per  cent  as  being  a 
proper  depreciation  charge.  Counsel  for  remonstrants  insist  that 
a  greater  deduction  should  be  made,  and  cite  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  in  the  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  Co.  Case  (W.  Va.) 
P.U.R1917A,  577,  in  support  of  their  contention.  While  a  por- 
tion of  petitioners'  plant  was  constructed  about  seventeen  or  eigh- 
teen years  ago,  a  very  large  part  of  it  has  been  constru<ited  dar- 
ing the  past  seven  or  eight  years,  and  consequently  should  not  be 
depreciated  as  heavily  as  was  the  Clarksburg  Light  &  Heat  plant 
We  are  of  opinion  that  28  per  cent,  under  all  the  circumstances 
in  this  case,  is  a  fair  depreciation  charge  against  said  property, 
and  that  said  investment  cost  should  be  depreciated  to  that  ex- 
tent, giving  said  plant,  exclusive  of  leaseholds,  a  present  value 
of  $2,575,216.69,  including  leaseholds,  $3,116,266.69. 

[4]  Petitioners  insist  that  they  should  be  allowed  about  20 
per  cent  of  the  actual  value  of  the  property  for  what  is  usually 
termed  "overhead  charges,"  which  is  supposed  to  cover  the  cost 
of  promotion,  organization,  legal,  engineering,  interest,  lease  ren- 
tals, taxes  during  construction,  superintendence,  and  contingen- 
cies of  a  plant  similar  to  the  one  under  consideration,  and  cite 
in  support  thereof  a  number  of  cases  and  authorities.  If  a  plant 
were  valued  on  the  reproduction  theory  or  basis  alone,  the  wis- 
dom of  which  we  question,  an  item  of  this  character  should 
unquestionably  be  included. 

The  appellate  division  of  the  supreme  court  of  the  state  of 
New  York,  in  the  case  of  People  ex  rel.  Elings  County  Lighting 
Co.  V.  Willcox,  156  App.  Div.  608,  141  N.  Y.  Supp.  677,  among 
other  things,  said :    ^'The  cost  of  reproduction  less  accrued  depre- 
ciation rule  seems  to  be  the  one  generally  employed  in  rate  eases, 
but  it  is  merely  a  rule  of  oonveniencd  and  must  be  applied  with 
reason.    On  the  one  hand,  it  should  not  be  so  applied  as  to  de* 
prive  the  corporation  of  a  fair  return  at  all  times  on  the  rea- 
sonable, proper,  and  necessary  investment  made  by  it  to  serve 
the  public;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  should  not  be  so  applied 
as  to  give  the  corporation  a  return  on  improvements  made  at 
public  expense  which  in  no  way  increased  the  cost  to  it  of  pe^ 
forming  that  service." 

There  is  no  evidence  in  this  case  to  show  that  all  of  the  fore- 
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going  items  were  not  paid  out  of  operating  expenses ;  but  to  the 
contrary  it  appears  that  the  plant,  in  a  very  large  measure,  was 
constructed  and  developed  under  the  supervision  and  manage- 
ment of  the  oiBcers  of  the  Eastern  Oil  Company,  who  were  receiv- 
ing very  respectable  salaries  during  said  construction  and  de- 
velopment Counsel  for  petitioners  in  their  brief,  in  support  of 
their  contention  for  an  allowance  for  "overhead  charges'*  in  valu- 
ing a  utility  for  rate-making  purposes,  make  the  following  obser- 
vation :  "Frankly,  we  see  no  reason  why  the  cost  of  the  physical 
elements  which  go  to  make  up  the  utility  could  not  be  as  well 
rejected,  since  book  entries  allocating  charges  to  certain  accounts 
do  not  create  any  invested  capital,  and  the  salary  of  a  $10,000 
man  who  devotes  half  his  time  to  new  construction,  and  the  sal- 
ary of  a  construction  superintendent  who  devotes  his  entire  time 
to  such  work,  are  in  fact  as  much  a  part  of  the  investment  as  the 
physical  elements  of  the  structure  itself,  irrespective  of  how  the 
books  carry  the  entries  made  of  such  salaries." 

It  is  true  that  ^%o6k  entries  and  allocating  charges  to  certain 
accounts  do  not  create  an  invested  capital,"  but  it  occurs  to  us 
that  it  is  equally  apparent  that,  if  the  consumers  of  a  utility 
have  been  charged  with  and  paid  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  opera- 
tion the  salaries  or  commissions  of  a  contractor  or  superintendent 
for  services  rendered  in  the  construction  of  a  plant,  it  would  be 
inequitable  and  indefensible  to  capitalize  the  amounts  so  paid 
and  require  the  consumers  to  pay  not  only  a  fair  return  of  inter- 
est, but  also  a  depreciation  charge  on  said  amount  during  the 
entire  life  of  the  utility.  The  "physical  elements"  added  to  the 
plant  are  not  paid  for  out  of  operating  expenses,  hence  the  rea- 
son for  capitalizing  their  cost  and  requiring  the  consumers  to 
pay  a  fair  rate  of  return  tkereoiL  While  no  dividends  were  paid 
the  stockholders  by  petitioners  until  1910,  all  the  earnings  of 
the  companies,  after  paying  operating  expenses  during  said 
period,  being  used  for  development  of  plant,  it  appears,  however, 
that  the  rate  charged  for  gas  during  said  period  was  generally 
high  enough  to  allow  an  average  fair  return  to  said  petitioners 
on  the  fair  value  of  their  property.  The  Commission  is  there- 
fore of  the  opinion  that  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  "over- 
head charges"  in  this  casa 

[5]  What  has  been  said  with  reference  to  capitalizing  the 
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fimount  paid  to  superintendents  and  contractors  during  the  con- 
struction of  petitioners'  plant  applies  with  equal  force  to  the  item 
of  about  $418,000  paid  out  of  operating  expenses  for  labor  and 
hauling  in  the  drilling  of  wells. 

[6]  Petitioners  insist  that  an  allowance  termed  "going  value" 
should  be  made,  and  that  10  per  cent  of  the  total  of  all  the  other 
elements  of  value  taken  into  consideration  in  the  valuation  of 
their  plant  would  be  a  reasonable  allowance  for  this  item.  In 
the  case  of  Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  238  TJ.  S.  153, 
59  L.  ed.  1244,  P.U.R1915D,  577,  85  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  811,  the 
court  said :  "  ^Going  value,'  or  Agoing  concern  value,'  t.  e.,  the 
value  which  inheres  in  a  plant  where  its  business  is  established, 
as  distinguished  from  one  which  has  yet  to  establish  its  busi- 
ness, has  been  the  subject  of  much  discussion  in  rate-making 
cases  before  the  courts  and  commissions.  .  .  .  That  there  is 
an  element  of  value  in  an  assembled  and  established  plant,  doing 
business  and  earning  money,  over  one  not  thus  advanced  is  self- 
evident.  This  element  of  value  is  a  property  right,  and  should 
be  considered  in  determining  the  value  of  the  property  upon 
which  the  owner  has  a  right  to  make  a  fair  return,  when  the 
same  is  privately  owned,  although  dedicated  to  public  use." 

The  court  further  stated  in  said  opinion  that  "each  case  must 
be  controlled  by  its  own  circumstances,"  and  that  "included  in 
going  value  as  usually  reckoned  is  the  investment  necessary  to 
organizing  and  establishing  the  business,  which  is  not  embraced 
in  the  value  of  its  actual  physical  property." 

If  it  appeared  that  a  utility  had  exacted  exorbitant  rates  dul^ 
ing  the  past  from  its  customers,  or  that  erroneous  dividends  had 
been  received  by  its  stockholders,  it  would  hardly  be  proper, 
imder  such  conditions,  to  allow  much,  if  anjiihing,  for  "going 
value."  In  this  case,  however,  none  of  I3iese  conditions  exist. 
The  rates  charged  by  petitioners  have  never  been  exorbitant  nor 
the  dividends  unreasonably  high,  and,  from  the  reproduction 
value  of  petitioners'  plant,  as  given  by  witness  Wyer,  it  would 
appear  that  said  plant  has  been  very  economically  constructed 
and  developed ;  we  are  of  opinion,  therefore,  that  an  item  termed 
"going  value"  should  be  allowed  in  this  case,  and  that  10  per 
cent,  or  $311,626.67,  is  a  just  and  reasonable  allowance  for  said 
item. 
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[7]  There  Bhauld  be  added  to  this  valuation  another  item,  not 
insisted  npon,  however,  by  petitioners,  called  "working  capital,'' 
which  is  usually  a  sum  equal,  at  least,  to  the  amount  collected  by 
the  utility  during  one  of  its  collection  periods.  Petitioners  col- 
lect from  their  customers  monthly,  consequently  about  $70,000, 
or  the  average  amount  of  a  monthly  collection,  should  be  allowed 
for  "working  capital."  We  are  therefore  of  opinion  and  find  that 
$3,497,893.36  is  the  fair  value  of  petitioners'  combined  proper-, 
ties  for  rate-making  purposes. 

Do  the  present  rates  produce  a  sufficient  return  on  this  valua- 
tion ? 

[8]  Petitioners  are  entitled  to  collect  from  their  customers 
enough  annually  to  pay  operating  expenses  and  taxes,  to  provide 
for  the  depreciation  of  their  plant  and  a  reasonable  rate  of  re- 
turn on  the  fair  value  of  their  property  devoted  to  the  use  of  the 
public.  It  is  generally  conceded  that,  owing  to  the  hazardousness 
of  the  business. and  the  rapid  depletion  ef  its  propetrty,  a  natural 
gas  company  is  entitled  to  receive  a  higher  rate  of  return  on  its 
investment  than  other  utilities.  Aptly  stated  by  Samuel  S. 
Wyer  in  a  recent  work  on  Value-of-Service  to  Natural  Gas  Rates, 
p.  47 :  "The  natural  gas  business  is  unique  in  that  it  is  the  only 
public  utility  service  that  does  not  and  in  fact  cannot  create  the 
basic  feature  of  the  service  that  it  renders  to  the  public.  .  .  . 
Transportation  agencies,  like  railroads  or  street  railways,  can 
easily  create  the  motive  source  of  theit  service;  water  utilities 
have  their  water  supply  constantly  replenished  by  nature;  intelli- 
*  gence  transmission  utilities,  like  the  telephone  and  telegraph, 
easily  create  the  primary  source  of  their  service;  however,  th^ 
natural  gas  industry  is  alone  in  depending  entirely  on  the  caprice 
of  nature  for  first,  the  finding,  and,  secondly,  the  continuity  of 
the  supply  of  its  primary  source  of  public  utility  service.'' 

[9,  10]  Petitioners  began  active  operations  iti  1899.  No 
dividends  were  declared  or  paid  to  the  stockholders  until  1910. 
Subsequent  to  said  date  there  has  been  paid  $1,007,120  in  divi* 
dends.  The  net  earnings  of  said  petitioners  to  January,  1917, 
were  about  $3,900,000,  all  of  which,  except  the  dividends  above 
mentioned,  was  used  in  developing  the  plant.  The  net  annual 
earnings  of  the  several  companies  during  their  operation  has 
teen  approximately  12iJ  per  cent  on  the  actual  amount  of  capital 
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invested.     The  total  amount  of  gas  produced  and  marketed  by 
j^aid  petitioners  during  the  past  twelve  years  was  as  follows : 

1905  1,211,040,000  cubic  feet 

3906  1,566,069,000  cubic  feet 

1907  2,619,369,000  cubic  feet 

1008  3,147,659,000  cubic  feet 

1909  5,753.809,000  cubic  feet 

1910  8,908,060.000  cubic  feet 

1911  7,942,007,000  cubic  feet 

1912  9,023,029,000  cubic  feet 

.1913  9,499,832,000  cubic  feet 

1914   8,611,261,000  cubic  feet 

3916  6,734,124,000  cubic  feet 

1916   6,299,226,000  cubic  feet 

In  1914,  petitioners  drilled  23  producing  wells,  in  1915,  14 
wells,  and  in  1916,  17  wells.  In  1910,  the  average  annual  pro- 
duction per  well  was  about  245,000,000  cubic  feet,  and  in  1916, 
Ihis  production  had  declined  to  about  40,000,000  cubic  feet. 
The  rock  pressure  of  said  wells  had  declined  during  said  period 
from  60  to  70  per  cent.  Petitioners  estimated  that,  based  on 
their  former  production,,  they  would  be  able  to  supply  their  con- 
8umers  with  approximately  3,250,000  M  cubic  feet  of  gas  during 
the  year  1917.  Doubtless  the  amount  will  be  somewhat  in  ex- 
cess of  that  estimate,  as  a  result  of  repairing  their  transmission 
lines  and  stopping  the  enormous  leakage  that  occumed  during 
the  winter  of  1916-17  following  the  extraction  of  gasolene  from 
the  gas.  Considering  the  rapid  decline  in  production  during 
the  past  few  years,  it  is  doubtful  whether  petitioners  will  be  able 
to  supply  over  3,000,000,000  cubic  feet  per  annum  after  1917, 
and  from  present  indications  this  supply  will  be  entirely  exhaust- 
ed within  the  next  ten  or  twelve  years.  In  1913,  81  per  cent  of 
petitioners'  gas  was  sold  to  commercial  consumers  and  19  per 
cent  to  domestic  consumers.  In  1916,  59  per  cent  only  was 
sold  to  commercial  consumers,  and  41  per  c^it,  or  2,172,692,060 
cubic  feet,  to  domestic  consumers.  This  would  indicate  that  p^ 
titioners'  entire  supply  would  soon  be  required  for  its  domestic 
consumers.  Estimated  earnings  for  1917,  under  rates  proposed, 
are  as  follows : 

From  domoetac  consumers $723,003.69 

Class  B    25,440.30 

Commercial  112,041.41 

Total    $858,475.40 

Operating  expenses   . . . . : $324,398.76 

General  expenses  76,380.87 

Taxes    40,337.22 

Total    •-.,•»> $441,116.86 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  WEST  VIRGINIA  CENTRAL  GAS  CO.  469 

It  appeared  from  the  evidence  that  the  amount  anticipated 
from  commercial  consumers  would  be  considerably  less  in  the 
year  1918  than  they  estimated  for  1917,  but  this  deficiency  will 
doubtless  be  made  up  by  the  income  from  domestic  consumers; 
No  serious  objections  were  made  by  remonstrants  to  any  of  the 
items  of  expenses,  except  the  salaries  paid  the  officers  of  the 
Eastern  Oil  Company.  There  is  included  in  the  item  of  gen- 
oral  expenses,  salaries  to  the  amount  of  $65,000  paid  said  officers 
for  the  general  supervision  of  the  subsidiary  companies.  It  may 
be  that  in  the  organization  and  financing  of  these  subsidiary  com- 
}>anies,  while  financing,  constructing,  and  developing  the  enor- 
mous plant  of  petitioners,  laying  its  lines  over  rough  and  moun- 
tainous territory,  endeavoring  to  find  a  market  for  its  gas,  that 
these  officials  did  not  receive  more  for  their  services  than  they 
were  entitled  to  receive;  but  since  this  work  has  largely  been  com- 
pleted, and  all  that  is  now  required  is  simply  a  general  supervi- 
sion of  the  business  of  these  several  subsidiary  companies,  it  ap- 
pears to  the  Commission,  especially  in  view  of  the  high  rates 
that  petitioners  are  obliged  to  charge  for  their  gas,  which  should 
never  be  in  excess  of  the  value  of  said  product  to  consumers,  that 
these  services  ought  now  be  performed  for  not  to  exceed  60  per 
cent  of  the  salaries  formerly  paid.  This  would  reduce  the  op- 
iTating  expenses  to  about  $408,616.85,  which  would  give  said 
petitioners  a  net  income  of  about  $449,858.55,  or  less  than  13 
per  cent,  including  depreciation,  on  the  value  of  their  property, 
which  is  a  lower  rate  of  return  than  usually  allowed  utilities  of 
this  character.  Some  evidence  was  introduced  in  regard  to  the 
income  derived  by  petitioners  from  gasolene ;  but  as  it  is  not  of 
f^ufficient  magnitude  to  materially  affect  the  general  result,  we  do 
not  deem  it  necessary  to  pass  on  the  questions  presented  in  rela- 
tion thereto. 

[11]  One  of  the  most  difficult  problems  presented  is  that  of 
determining  the  different  rates  that  should  be  paid  by  the  vari- 
ous localities  or  neighborhoods  supplied.  Cost  of  transmission, 
leakage,  and  various  other  elements  incident  to  the  business  must 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  order  to  avoid  discrimination  be- 
tween the  different  localities.  The  distance  from  the  place  of 
production  to  the  different  localities  or  neighborhoods  supplied 
by  petitioners  varies  from  that  of  a  few  miles  to  a  distance  of 
many  miles  over  exceedingly  rough  and  mountainous  territory. 
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Mr.  Wyer  adopted  the  following  method  in  arriving  at  what 
lie  considered  would  be  the  cost  to  petitioners  in  famishing  gas 
to  the  various  towns  supplied :  ^The  method  used  in  determiniag 
cost  of  gas  in  various  communities  along  the  line  is  exactly  the 
same  as  that  used  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  in 
computing  the  cost  of  freight  along  main  and  lateral  lines.  The 
calculations  were  based  on  the  following:  Taking  the  present 
fair  property  value,  $4,668,000,  assuming  a  net  return  for  sink- 
ing fund,  interest  and  profit  of  16  per  cent,  the  annual  operating 
expenses,  exclusive  of  sinking  fund,  interest,  and  profit,  were 
estimated  at  $441,116 ;  the  volume  of  gas  to  be  sold  annually  was 
estimated  at  2,929,000  M  cubic  feet.  With  this  fundamental 
data  as  the  basis  for  prorating  the  cost  to  the  various  towns  in 
proportion  to  the  property  used  in  rendering  the  service,  figures 
Avere  obtained  which  show  the  average  cost  of  the  gas  handled  at 
various  towns." 

He  determined  the  p^centage  of  the  total  value  of  the  prop- 
erty in  the  field  up  to  and  including  the  compressor  stations  to 
be  41  per  cent,  the  main  and  lateral  transmission  lines  38  per 
cent,  and  the  distributing  plants  81  per  cent.  On  the  basis 
adopted,  the  cost  per  M  cubic  feet  to  the  various  groups  of  towns 
would  be  as  follows : 

Buckhannon   31.3^ 

Philippi   38.2^ 

Belington    32.1^ 

Elkins    36.4< 

Parsons    34^ 

Rowlesburpr     47.8^ 

Davis  or  Thomiis  groups 3S.1<^ 

Oakland   40.5^ 

Piedmont  and  Keyser   42.1< 

Lonaconing  and  Frostburg  43.4^ 

Cumberland    42.5Jf 

Applying  this  method,  apportioning  the  cost  of  supplying  gas 
1o  the  different  communities  supplied  by  petitioners  on  the  valua- 
tion fixed  by  the  Commission,  the  cost  per  M  cubic  feet  would  be 
as  follows: 

Buckhannon 26.8^ 

Philippi     32.3^ 

Belington    27.5^ 

Elkins    30.9^ 

Parsons    29.2^ 

Davis     32.3^ 

Piedmont 35.4< 

Kingwood  group   39.8^ 
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The  pates  arrived  at  by  this  method  do  not  differ  materially 
from  those  proposed  by  petitioners,  except  those  for  the  Eowles- 
burg  and  Kingwood  vicinity,  which  are  considerably  higher  than 
those  proposed  by  petitioners.  It  is  apparent  f rosm  the  evidence 
that  the  customers  residing  in  the  Buckhanjion,  Philippi,  Beling- 
ton,  Elkins,  and  Parsons  vicinities  should  not  be  burdened  with 
a  very  great  portion  of  the  expense  of  the  12-inch  transmission 
line  extending  from  the  field  to  Cumberland,  as  they  derive  little 
or  no  benfit  therefrom.  Petitioners  have  been  furnishing  gas  in 
Cumberland  and  other  Maryland  territory  at  a  rate  of  25  cents 
per  M,  which,  considering  the  distance  these  points  are  located 
from  the  field,  is  entirely  too  low  in  comparison  with  the  rates  in 
force  in  West  Virginia.  Application  for  an  increase  in  rates  in 
Maryland,  averaging  from  31  to  38  cents  per  M,  has  been  made 
by  petitioners,  which  rates,  in  our  opinion,  are  not  sufficiently 
high  when  compared  with  those  sought  to  be  put  into  effect  in 
Fome  of  the  points  in  West  Virginia. 

After  thoroughly  considering  the  many  questions  presented  in 
the  case,  the  Commission  is  of  opinion  that  the  following  schedule 
of  rates,  with  slight  reductions  in  several  instances  from  those 
proposed  by  petitioners,  will  produce  a  reasonable  return  to  peti- 
tioners, and  will  be  about  as  equitably  apportioned  among  the 
several  municipalities  as  is  possible  under  the  circumstances; 
and,  if  it  should  develop  that  said  rates  do  not  allow  a  sufficient 
return,  we  believe  that  said  deficiency  should  be  made  up  by 
the  Maryland  consumers  of  gas: 
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For — 


Jane    Lew,    Butcherville,    DeanviUe, 

Lightburn,  and  vicinities   

Buckhannon,  Berlin,  Hodgesville  and 

vicinities   

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Philippi,  Volga,  Hall,  Belington, 
Junior;  Dartmour,  and  vicinities  . . 

First  200  M  cu.  ft, 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  f t 

Elkins,  Beverly,  Mill  Creek,  Huttons- 

villc,  and  vicinities 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Parsons,  Hambleton,  Hendricks, 
Montrose,  Moore,  and  vicinities  . . . 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  f t 

Davis,  Thomas,  Douglass,  William, 
Bayard,  Dobbin,  Gormania,  Henry 

and  vicinities 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Elk  Garden  and  vicinity 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Piedmont,  Keyser,  Terra  Alta,  Cor- 
inth, and  vicinities 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Ridgley  and  vicinity 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 

Albright,  Rowlesburg,  Manheim, 
Kingvvood,  Tunnelton  and  St. 
George,  and  Black  Fork  District  . . 

First  200  M  cu.  ft 

In  excess  of  200  M  cu.  ft 


Class  "A." 
Preferred 


CUss  "B." 
Preferred 


Rate 


.17 
.25 


.28 


.30 


Dig.     Rate!  Dis. 


.02 
.02 


.17 


.02 


.18 


.02 


.18 


.30 


.32 


.34 


.35 


.40 


.02 


aass  «C." 
XoB-Prefd 


Ratei  Dis. 


.02 


.02 


.34 


.02 

.20 

.02 

.22 

.02 

.22 

.02 

.25 

.02 

.27 

.02 

.24 

.02 


.02 


.02 


.02 


.02 


.02 


.25 
.14 

.Oi 
.02 

.28 
.14 

.02 
.02 

.30 
.15 

.02 
.02 

.30 
.16 

.02 
.02 

.32 
.16 

.02 
.02 

.34 

.17 

.02 

.02 

.35 
.17 

.02 
.02 

.40 
.17 

.02 

.02 

.34 
.16 

.02 
.02 

[12]  Counsel  for  the  city  of  Elkins  contends  that  the  Com- 
mission has  no  right  to  grant  petitioners  authority  to  increase 
their  rates  for  gas  above  those  provided  in  the  franchise  granted 
by  said  city  to  the  Eastern  Oil  Company  and  its  successor,  the 
West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Company.  These  ordinances  pro- 
vided "that  natural  gas  shall  be  delivered  and  sold  under  this 
grant  and  franchise  at  a  rate  which  shall  not  exceed  25  cents  per 
tliousand  cubic  feet."  And:  "The  said  Eastern  Oil  CompaBV 
shall  grant  a  rate  of  12  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  to  said 
city  of  Elkins  for  gas  under  its  boiler  at  its  power  station  for  its 
waterworks  and  electric  light  plant." 
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The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  as  well  as  state 
courts  and  commisBions,  have  held  that  a  contract  made  with  a 
utility,  prescribing  rates  for  its  service,  cannot  prevent  the  duly 
authorized  authority  from  regulating  said  rates,  even  though 
such  contract  is  made  by  a  utility  with  a  municipality.  It  is 
presumed  that  all  such  contracts  were  made  subject  to  future 
regulation  by  the  proper  regulatory  body. 

The  supreme  court  of  the  state,  in  the  case  of  Benwood  v. 
Public  Service  Commission,  75  W.  Va.  127,  L.KA.1915C,  261, 
83  S.  E.  295,  held :  Assuming  that  at  the  time  the  franchise  was 
granted  including  the  rate  regulation  it  was  a  valid  contract  be- 
tween the  city  and  its  grantee,  both  contracting  parties  were 
bound  by  cognizance  of  the  fact  that  the  rate  regulation  was 
subject  to  the  legislative  power  over  rates,  and  hence  the  con- 
tract was  made  subject  to  what  the  legislature  might  thereafter 
do  as  to  the  rates  dealt  with  by  the  franchise,  and  such  rate  regu- 
lation was  only  valid  until  the  legislature  acted.  And  the  legis- 
lature, by  creating  a  Public  Service  Commission,  and  imposing 
on  it  the  duty  of  regulating  rates,  did  act,  and  thereby  delegated 
to  such  Commission  its  power  to  fix  rates  as  between  municipali- 
ties' and  the  public  service  corporations. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of  Home 
Teleph.  &  Teleg,  Co.  v.  Los  Angeles,  211  U.  S.  265,  53  L.  ed. 
176,  29  Sup.  Ct.  Hep.  50,  wherein  the  city,  by  an  ordinance  con- 
tract for  a  definite  period  fixed  the  rates  for  a  telephone  company 
and  afterwards  sought  to  reduce  the  same,  said:  "This  ordi- 
nance, enacted  by  the  city  council,  which  exercises  the  legislative 
and  business  powers  of  the  city,  and,  as  has  been  shown,  the 
charter  power  of  regulating  telephone  service  and  of  fixing  the 
charges  contains,  it  is  contended,  the  contract  whose  obligation 
the  subsequent  ordinances  fixing  lower  rates  impaired.  Two 
questions  obviously  arise  here.  Did  the  city  council  have  the 
power  to  enter  into  a  contract  fixing  unalterably  during  the  term 
of  the  franchise  charges  for  telephone  service,  and  disabling  itself 
from  exercising  the  charter  power  of  regulation  ?  ,  .  .  The 
surrender  by  contract  of  a  power  of  government  though  in  cer- 
tain well-defined  cases  it  may  be  made  by  legislative  authority, 
is  a  very  grave  act,  and  the  surrender  itself,  as  well  as  the  au- 
thority to  make  it,  must  be  closely  scrutinized.  No  other  body 
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than  the  supreme  legislature  •  •  .  has  the  authority  to  make 
such  a  surrender,  unless  the  authority  is  clearly  del^ated  to  it 
by  the  supreme  legislature.  The  general  powers  of  a  municipal- 
ity or  of  any.  other  political  subdivision  of  the  state  are  not  suf- 
l*cient.  Specific  authority  for  that  purpose  is  required.  This 
proposition  is  sustained  by  all  the  decisions  of  this  court,  which 
will  be  referred  to  hereafter,  and  we  need  not  delay  further  upon 
this  point.  .  .  .  But  for  the  very  reason  that  such  a  con- 
tract has  the  effect  of  extinguishing  pro  tarUo  an  undoubted  pow- 
er of  government,  both  its  existence  and  the  authority  to  make 
it  must  clearly  and  unmistakably  appear  and  all  doubts  must  be 
resolved  in  favor  of  the  continuance  of  the  power." 

In  the  case  of  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  v.  Nebraska,  170 
U.  S.  57,  42  L.  ed.  948,  18  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  513,  the  court  held: 
"Usually,  where  a  contract  not  contrary  to  public  policy,  has 
been  entered  into  between  parties  competent  to  contract,  it  is  not 
within  the  power  of  either  party  to  withdraw  from  its  terms 
without  the  consent  of  the  other;  and  the  obligations  of  such  a 
contract  is  constitutionally  protected  from  hostile  l^slation. 
Where,  however,  the  respective  parties  are  not  private  persons, 
dealing  with  matters  and  things  in  which  the  public  has  no  con- 
cern, but  are  persons  or  corporations  whose  rights  and  powers 
were  created  for  public  purposes,  by  legislative  acta,  and  where 
the  subject-matter  of  the  contract  is  one  which  affects  the  safety 
and  welfare  of  the  public,  other  principles  apply,  Contracta  of 
the  latter  description  are  held  to  be  within  the  supervising  power 
und  control  of  the  legislature  when  exercised  to  protect  the  public 
safety,  health,  and  morals,  and  that  clause  of  the  Federal  Con- 
stitution which  protects  contracts  from  legislative  action  cannot 
in  every  case  be  successfully  invoked.  The  presumption  is  that 
when  such  contracts  are  entered  into  it  is  with  the  knowledge 
that  parties  cannot,  by  making  agreements  on  subjects  involving 
the  rights  of  the  public,  withdraw  such  subjects  from  the  police 
power  of  the  legislature." 

The  supreme  court  of  Pennsylvania,  in  Bellevue  v.  Ohio  Val- 
ley Water  Co.  245  Pa.  114,  91  Atl.  236,  held  that  the  legisla- 
ture, having  created  the  Public  Service  Commission,  invested  it 
with  full  powers  in  respect  to  rates ;  that  a  definite  contract,  like 
an  indefinite  one,  should  give  way  whenever  the  rates  therein 
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prescribed  are  determined  by  the  Commission  to  be  unjust  or  un- 
reasonable or  inadequate,  or  are  unjustly  discriminatory  or  un- 
reasonably preferential 

In  fixing  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  utility,  it  is  the  policy  of  the 
Commission  not  to  interfere  with  franchise  contracts  unless  com- 
pelled to  do  so  in  order  to  prevent  unjust  or  unreasonable  dis- 
crimination, and  under  the  evidence  in  this  case,  as  we  view  it, 
to  require  petitioners  to  furnish  gas  at  Elkins  at  the  price  fixed 
by  its  franchise  would  result  in  such  discrimination  against  its 
other  consumers. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  accordance  with  this  opinion. 

Commissioners  Wiles  and  Bider  concur. 

Note. — Depreciation;  natural  gas. 

Annual  allowances  of  5  and  6  per  cent  were  held  sufficient  for  de- 
preciation of  natural  gas  distributing  plants  although  a  higher  per- 
centage would  be  necessary  for  a  producing  company.  Be  Li^t, 
Fuel  &  P.  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  Nos.  664,  665,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

In  Re  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  Decision  No.  4485,  Application  No. 
2620,  July  27,  1917,  the  California  Commission  fixed  the  deprecia- 
tion annuity  at  7  per  cent  for  a  natural  gas  distributing  company. 

An  annual  allowance  of  8  per  cent  was  made  for  accruing  de- 
preciation of  a  natural  gas  plant  in  a  proceeding  to  determine  the 
reasonableness  of  natural  gas  rates.  Be  West  Virginia  Traction  & 
Electric  Co.  (W.  Va.)  Case  No.  568,  Oct  29,  1917. 

In  Re  Vinita  Gas  Co.  Cause  No.  2890,  Order  No.  1335,  Sept.  27, 
1917,  it  was  held  that  a  larger  depreciation  reserve  must  be  set  up  in 
the  case  of  a  natural  gas  company,  whose  supply  was  likely  to  be  ex- 
hausted within  a  few  years,  than  in  a  case  where  there  was  a  rea- 
sonable assurance  of  a  supply  for  a  long  period  of  years.  It  was  also 
held  that  the  fact  that  the  character  of  the  soil  caused  the  rapid  de- 
terioration in  the  pipes  should  be  considered. 


DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  PUBMC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

BE  WASHINGTON  GASLIGHT  COMPANY  et  al. 

[Order  No.  254;  Formal  Case  No.  13.] 

Raiea  —  <?a«  —  War  ^  Pending  appeal  on  valuation  ^  Protection  of 
public  interest  ^  Conditions  imposed, 

1.  The  CommisBion  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  a  condition  pre- 
P.U.R.1918C. 


476    DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

cedent  to  authorizing  increaised  gas  rates  to  meet  war  prices  for  oil 
and  coal,  required  the  utility,  which  had  an  appeal  on  a  former  valua* 
tion  pending,  to  file  an  agreement  for  the  protection  of  the  public, 
accepting  the  Commission's  valuation  as  the  basis  for  the  rates  to  be 
authorized  in  the  case  under  consideration,  and  agreeing  to  refund  the 
excess  over  the  old  rate  to  the  consumers  in  event  the  increase  is  held 
to  be  illegal  by  the  reviewing  court. 

Return  —  Oas  —  War, 

2.  Under  war  conditions  imposing  a  burden  which  must  be  borne 
by  both  producers  and  consumers,  gas  rates  advanced  to  meet  the  in- 
creased cost  of  raw  materials,  calculated  to  yield  a  return  of  approxi- 
mately 6  per  cent  on  the  Commission's  property  valuation,  are  reason* 
able  and  sufficient. 

[March  15,  1018.] 

Application  of  the  Washington  Gaslight  Company  and 
Georgetown  Gaslight  Company  for  an  increase  in  gas  rates;  in- 
creased rates  fixed  by  the  Commission. 

By  the  Commission:  On  December  1,  1917,  the  Washing- 
ton Gaslight  Company,  on  its  own  behalf  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Georgetown  Gaslight  Company,  all  of  whose  stock  is  owned  by 
the  Washington  Gaslight  Company,  petitioned  this  Commission 
for  an  increase  in  the  rate  to  be  charged  by  it  for  gas  furnished 
to  consumers  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  company  pre- 
sented with  its  petition  a  detailed  analysis  of  its  operations  dur- 
ing the  year  ended  September  31,  1917,  and  the  estimated  cost  of 
manufacturing  and  delivering  gas  during  the  year  ending 
December  31,  1918,  claiming  those  figures  showed  that  at  the 
present  rates  for  gas  the  company  would  operate  at  a  loss. 

A  public  hearing  was  held  on  December  18,  1917,  at  which 
hearing  the  company  formally  presented  its  petition  and  intro- 
duced the  evidence  of  the  experts  who  had  made  the  analysis  of 
its  operations  and  expenditures  upon  which  its  petition  was 
based.  The  testimony  and  exhibits  were  carefully  studied  by 
the  Commission's  experts,  who  made  a  thorough  examination  of 
the  books  and  accounts  of  the  company.  At  the  hearings  on  Feb- 
ruary 9,  11,  12,  and  16,  1918,  the  results  of  their  investipcations 
were  introduced  in  evidential  form  and  the  company  subjected 
them  to  a  thorough  cross-examination. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  costs  of  coal  at  the  mine  dunng 
1917  increased  from  $4.55  to  $5.65  per  ton,  and  oil  irotti  4.4 
cents  per  gallon  to  8  cents  at  present  quotations^  and  th^t.tne 
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cost  of  labor  and  material  for  maintenance  and  distribution  has 
aJso  greatly  increased. 

The  manufacture  of  gas  for  heat  and  illumination  is  substan- 
tially the  conversion  of  fuel  from  one  form  into  another.  The 
fuel  thus  converted  consists  of  coal  and  oil,  which  are  the  raw 
materials  from  which  gas  is  made,  and  the  cost  of  these  two  raw 
materials  (as  shown  by  the  actual  costs  during  the  year  ended 
September  30,  1917)  represents  approximately  80  per  cent  of 
the  manufactured  gas.  It  is  self-evident  that  when  the  cost  of 
coal  to  the  gas  manufacturer  increases  25  per  cent  and  the  cost 
of  oil  82  per  cent,  that  the  cost  of  the  manufactured  gas  will  in- 
crease in  approximately  a  similar  proportion  so  far  as  these  basic 
elements  are  concerned,  and  will  be  further  increased  if  the  cost 
of  labor  and  maintenance  has  also  risen.  All  of  these  conditions 
have  taken  place  while  the  selling  price  of  gas  has  remained 
stationary. 

In  view  of  all  these  considerations,  the  Commission  feels  that 
it  would  be  unmindful  of  its  plain  duty  if  it  refused  to  grant  such 
measure  of  relief  as  existing  conditions  not  only  show  to  be  prop- 
er, but  thoroughly  justified. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  an  appeal  is  now  pending  from  the 
former  valuation  of  the  properties  of  the  two  companies  hereto- 
fore made  by  this  Commission;  in  order  to  preserve  in  all  re- 
spects the  interests  of  the  public  should  it  appear  by  any  proceed- 
ing that  an  increase  in  rates  should  not  have  been  allowed  by  the 
(commission  at  this  time, — the  Commission  has  required  of  the 
company,  and  the  company  has  filed  with  the  Commission,  its 
agreement  over  the  signature  of  its  President,  which  said  agree- 
ment is  as  follows : 

"In  the  matter  of  its  application  for  an  increase  in  the  price 
to  be  charged  for  gas,  in  consequence  of  the  conditions  shown  by 
the  evidence  taken  under  it,  and  in  order  to  obviate  any  obstacle 
which  it  has  been  suggested  may  exist  by  reason  of  the  pending 
appeal  from  the  order  fixing  the  valuation  of  its  property,  the 
Washington  Gaslight  Company  states  its  willingness  to  accept 
that  valuation  as  the  basis  for  such  rate  as  the  Commission  may 
fix  under  the  company's  pending  application,  to  be  binding  upon 
it  as  the  correct  valuation,  without  prejudice  to  and  not  withstand- 
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isg  the  appeal,  for  such  period  of  time  as  ihe  rate  which  the 
Commission  shall  fix  under  the  said  application  shall  continue. 

"The  gas  company  further  agrees  that,  if  it  shall  appear  from 
the  final  decision  in  the  valuation  appeal  case  now  pending  in 
the  supreme  court  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  otherwise,  that 
the  existing  rate  which  it  is  permitted  to  charge  to  consumers  of 
gas  could  or  should  not  legally  have  been  increased,  the  company 
will  refund  to  the  consxmxers  any  difference  between  the  existing 
rate  and  the  increased  rate  which  the  Commission  shall  find  to 
be  proper." 

The  Commission  believes  that  by  this  agreement  the  public  is 
protected  by  every  safeguard  within  the  power  of  the  Commis- 
sion to  require. 

The  increase  in  the  cost  of  production  has  been  occasioned  by 
conditions  brought  about  by  the  war,  and  has  imposed  a  burden 
which  must  be  borne  by  both  producer  and  consumer  and  so  dis- 
tributed as  to  be  equitable  to  both.  Under  the  conditions  which 
have  arisen  because  of  an  unprecedented  situation,  and  in  view 
of  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  and  after  giving  the  rights  of 
the  company  and  of  the  citizens  the  most  careful  study,  the  Com- 
mission feels  that  the  fixing  of  a  price  for  gas  which  would  yield 
approximately  a  6  per  cent  return  to  the  company  on  the  Com- 
mission's valuation  of  its  property  will  enable  the  company  to 
sustain  its  credit  and  conduct  its  business  at  a  reasonable  profit, 
and  that  the  increased  cost  to  the  consumer  should  be  cheerfully 
accepted  as  his  share  of  an  unavoidable  burden. 

It  being  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  circumstances 
justify  an  increase  in  the  rate  to  be  charged  for  gas,  it  is  therefore 
ordered: 

(1)  That  the  rate  to  be  charged  for  gas  furnished  by  any 
public  utility  to  any  private  consumer  in  ih&  District  of  Colum- 
bia for  lighting,  heating,  power,  or  for  any  other  purpose,  shall 
not  exceed  90  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet. 

(2)  That  this  rate  shall  apply  uniformly  to  all  private  con- 
sumers in  the  said  District  of  Columbia,  whether  supplied  with 
gas  by  the  Washington  Gaslight  Company  or  by  the  Georgetown 
Gaslight  Company. 

(3)  That  if  any  private  consumer  of  gas  shall  not  pay  monthly 
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any  gas  bill  within  ten  days  after  the  same  shall  have  been  pre- 
sented, the  gas  company  supplying  gas  to  such  consumer  may 
charge  and  collect  from  said  consumer  so  failing  to  pay  said  gas 
bill  as  aforesaid  10  cents  additional  for  each  1,000  cubic  feet  of 
gas  represented  by  said  bill,  as  now  required  by  law. 

(4)  That  the  quality  and  pressure  of  gas  furnished  by  the 
said  Washington  Gaslight  Company  and  by  the  said  Georgetown 
Gaslight  Company  shall  at  all  times  comply  with  the  standards 
now  prescribed  therefor  by  this  Commission. 

(5)  That  this  rate  shall  apply  to  all  gas  furnished  after  March 
20,  1918,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  changed  by  the  Com- 
mission. 


INDIANA  PUBMC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

FORT  WAYNE  &  NORTHERN  INDIANA  TRACTION  COM- 
PANY 

V. 

CITY  OF  FORT  WAYNE. 

[No.  1360.] 

RE  CITY  OF  FORT  WAYNE. 

[No.  2145.] 

Return  —  War  —  Policy  of  Commission, 

1.  During  the  era  of  war-time  operating  costs,  the  Indiana  Gom- 
mission,  in  accordance  with  the  national  and  state  war  policies,  while 
not  underwriting  normal  returns  for  public  utilities,  will  promptly 
allow  them  sufficient  relief  to  keep  them  solvent,  in  good  operating 
condition,  and  able  to  command  needed  capital. 

Procedure  —  Dismissal    of   petition  —  Hotion    of    Commission  —  Cir- 

2.  Two  petitions  pending  for  more  than  two  years,  growing  out  of 
the  same  matter,  one  by  an  electric  utility  complaining  of  discrimina- 
tory practices  and  unjust  competition  in  both  rates  and  seryice  by  a 
municipal  plant,  the  other  by  ihe  municipal  plant  for  permission  ibo 
decrease  a  primary  electric  rate,  were  dismissed  without  prejudice  by 
the  Indiana  Commission  on  iU  own  motion  to  clear  its  docket,  iji  view 
of  the  change  in  conditions  during  the  interim  due  to  the  city's  volun- 
tary abolishment  of  nearly  all  of  the  practices  complained  of  by  the 
private  utility,  the  increases  in  operating  costs  due  to  war  prices,  the 
changes  in  the  personnel  of  the  Commission  and  municipal  government, 
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the  necessity  of  making  a  new  Taloation  and  audit  before  a  hearing 
could  be  had,  the  general  war  conditions,  and  the  national  and  state 
war  policies  to  equalize  the  burdens  of  the  public  and  utilities. 

[March  25,  1918.] 

Petition  by  the  Fort  Wayne  &  Northern  Indiana  Traction 
Company  against  the  City  of  Fort  Wayne  for  discriminatory 
practices,  and  petition  by  the  City  of  Fort  Wayne  for  permission 
to  decrease  a  primary  electric  rate ;  both  dismissed  without  pre7 
judice. 

By  the  Commission :    These  petitions  are  closely  related. 

The  first,  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1360,  was  filed  on  March  8,  1915, 
and,  briefly  summarized,  is  a  complaint  in  which  the  Fort  Wayne 
&  Northern  Indiana  Traction  Company,  first  setting  forth  that 
it  is  an  Indiana  corporation,  avers : 

(1)  That,  on  the  28th  day  of  January,  1904,  the  city,  by  writ- 
ten contract,  approved  by  ordinance,  granted  to  and  vested  in  the 
Fort  Wayne  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company,  and  its  successors 
and  assigns,  the  right,  authority,  privilege,  and  franchise  to  erect, 
maintain,  and  operate  an  electric  light  and  power  plant,  station 
and  system  for  the  purpose  of  affording  the  city  and  its  inhabit- 
ants electric  service,  and  to  occupy  streets,  alleys,  and  other  public 
places  in  rendering  and  maintaining  such  service;  and  further 
provided  that  at  the  expiration  of  the  contract,  January  1,  1935, 
the  city  should  have  the  right  of  purchase ; 

(2)  That  the  company,  or  its  successors,  should  pay  annually 
to  the  city  the  sum  of  $500,  and  that  said  payment  was  made  an- 
nually up  to  the  time  of  filing  this  petition ; 

(3)  That  the  company,  relying  upon  said  grant  and  franchise, 
provided  the  necessary  plant  and  system  to  supply  the  city  and  its 
inhabitants  with  electrical  current ; 

(4)  That  petitioner  is  the  sucessor  of  the  original  grantee,  en- 
titled to  all  of  grantee's  rights,  and  that  it  is  the  possessor  of  ''a 
large,  thoroughly  up  to  date  and  thoroughly  equipped  power  plant 
and  distribution  system ;''  that,  in  the  construction  of  said  plant, 
and  for  franchises,  there  has  been  expended  more  than  $1,500,- 
000,  and  that  the  plant  has  and  supplies  more  than  11,000  cus- 
tomers, and  that  complainant  is  the  second  largest  taxpayer  in 
said  county; 
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(5)  That  the  city  for  more  than  four  years  last  past  has  owned 
and  operated  a  municipal  electric  lighting  plant,  supplying  elec- 
tric current  for  lighting  its  streets  and  other  places,  and  also 
furnished  electric  current  to  private  consumers  for  light  and  pow- 
er purposes; 

(6)  That  the  city  has  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion of  Indiana,  as  required  by  law,  a  schedule  of  its  rates  for 
electric  current  supplied  to  its  private  customers,  and  also  for 
public  lighting,  and  that  the  rates  so  filed  for  private  customers 
were  practically  the  same  as  the  rates  filed  by  complainant  for  its 
private  customers ; 

(7)  That  complainant  is  informed  and  believes  that  the  city 
is  now  entering  into  contracts  with  customers  at  other  and  difi^er- 
ent  rates  than  so  filed,  without  filing  such  rates  with  the  Public 
Service  Commission,  in  violation  of  law. 

(8)  That  it  is  the  avowed  purpose  and  intention  of  the  muni- 
cipal officers  of  said  city  to  destroy  the  property  and  large  equip- 
ment of  complainant  "and  to  drive  it  out  of  the  furnishing  of 
electric  current  for  light  and  power  purposes  in  said  city,  in  viola- 
tion of  its  said  rights  imder  said  franchise ;'' 

(9)  That,  in  violation  of  law  and  right  of  complainant  under 
its  franchise,  the  city  has  erected  its  poles  and  places  its  wires 
so  near  the  poles  and  wires  of  complainant  as  to  render  them 
dangerous  to  both  customers  and  the  public,  notwithstanding  fre- 
quent notices  and  requests  not  to  do  so ;  and  that  said  city  refuses 
to  reset  or  remove  the  poles  and  wires,  so  that  complainant  is  com- 
pelled at  its  own  expense  to  remove  its  poles  and  wires  to  a  safe 
distance ; 

(10)  That  said  city  is  sending  its  solicitors  into  the  homes  and 
places  of  business  of  customers  with  whom  complainant  has  con- 
tracts, and  that  said  solicitors  urge  said  customers  to  violate  said 
contracts,  and  advise  said  customers  that  such  contracts  are  in- 
valid, and  that  the  city  will  protect  and  defend  them  in  any  suits 
that  may  be  brought,  and  that  said  solicitors  also  attempted  to 
indtice  customers  of  complainant  to  violate  such  contracts  and 
cease  taking  electric  service  and  take  such  service  from  said  city, 
by  representing  to  said  customers  that  the  city's  municipal  plant 
is  not  under  the  control,  as  to  rates  or  otherwise,  of  the  Public 
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Service  Commission,  and  that  said  city  can  make  lower  rates  and 
will,  and  that  if  complainant's  customers  will  leave  complainant 
the  city  will  give  them  lower  rates  and  rates  'T)elow  what  said 
city  well  knows  would  be  reasonable  and  just  charges  for  such 
service;" 

(11)  That  said  city,  through  its  employees,  has  gone  to  homes 
of  customers  of  complainant,  and  without  request,  and  against  the 
will  of  customers,  has  cut  down  and  removed  the  wires  of  cusr 
tomers,  connecting  them  with  the  distribution  system  of  this  com- 
plainant, and  have  removed  complainant's  electric  meters^   and 
connected  the  wires  of  said  city,  and  placed  its  meters  io  the 
premises,  without  request  or  consent  of  such  customers; 

(12)  That,  in  violation  of  law,  said  city  offers  and  continues 
to  offer  to  furnish,  and  has  put  up  free,  electric  signs  ani  fur- 
nished free  mazda  lamps  and  other  free  service  to  complaiixant's 
customers  on  condition  that  such  customers  take  electric  service 
from  said  city,  and  that  such  practice  is  unlawful  and  unjusrt  dis- 
crimination, not  only  against  complainant,  but  also  against  other 
customers  of  said  city  and  its  general  taxpayers,  including  com- 
plainant, who  are  compelled  to  pay  for  such  free  service ; 

(13)  That  said  city  has  owned  and  operated,  and  still  owns 
and  operates,  a  municipal  water  plant  "to  supply  the  inhabi  tants 
of  said  city  with  water,  and,  in  the  construction  of  its  power  i)lant 
for  its  municipal  electric  lighting  plant,  built  and  maintaix3S  its 
said  electric  light  and  power  plant  in  connection  with  a  p^ower 
plant  of  its  said  water  service,  operating  same  in  combin-^tion 
with  its  same  employees ;" 

(14)  That  said  city  discriminated  against  all  the  us^-:*^  of 
water  and  complainant,  which  uses  a  large  amount  of  water  ^^om 
said  municipal  plant,  by  making  an  unequal  and  unjust  di-^  is^^^ 
of  operating  expenses  for  the  combined  plant  by  chargii3-5  ^ 
unreasonable  proportion  of  its  operating  expenses  against^  ^^^ 
municipal  water  plant ; 

(15)  That  the  construction  and  operation  of  its  muai^'P*^ 
plant  in  combination  with  said  water  plant  has  unjustly  incr"^^*^ 
the  charge  for  the  furnishing  of  water,  in  order  to  make  ^nore 
favorable  an  unfair  showing  of  the  cost  of  the  electric  ci:*-^''^^ 
produced  in  and  sold  from  the  municipal  electric  plant; 

(16)  That  all  of  the  chaiges  made  against  the  city  for  eF  ^=^^^ 
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current  and  service,  by  its  said  municipal  lighting  plant^  are  paid 
out  of  the  general  funds  of  the  city  raised  by  general  taxes  upon 
all  property  including  that  of  complainant ; 

(17)  That  all  the  magnetite  and  most  of  the  tungsten  lamps 
used  and  operated  by  the  city  for  public  lighting  of  streets,  alleys, 
and  parks  are  operated  on  the  Philadelphia  moonlight  schedule^ 
*'and  while  many  of  said  lamps  are  out,  and  do  not  give  any  light 
for  portions  of  the  time  when  they  should  furnish  light  under 
said  schedule,  no  deduction  from  said  prices  so  charged  against 
the  city  and  its  general  fund  is  made  or  allowed,  and  said  charges 
are  unreasonably  high  and  exorbitant,  unjust  and  discrimina- 
tory against  all  taxpayers  of  said  city,  its  private  customers  of 
light  and  power,  and  this  complainant,  and  are  charged  and  col- 
lected by  said  city  so  as  to  tax  this  complainant  for  the  destruc- 
tion of  its  own  lighting  plant  and  in  order  to  make  a  false  and 
unfair  showing  as  to  actual  and  real  cost  of  its  electric  current 
supplied  to  its  private  customers ; 

(18)  That,  "by  the  acts  as  herein  alleged,  the  city  has  here- 
tofore maintained  and  still  maintains  and  charges  preferential 
and  unjustly  discriminatory  rates,  and  that  its  practices  have 
been,  and  still  are,  unjust  and  unreasonable  and  in  violation  of 
law  and  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Commission  Act." 

In  this  petition  the  complainant  prays  that  the  Commission 
investigate  the  rates  and  charges  heretofore  and  now  (March  9, 
1915)  maintained  by  the  city,  and  the  practices  and  acts  in- 
dulged in,  and  declare  them  unfair,  unjust,  unreasonable,  prefer- 
ential, and  discriminatory,  and  establish  and  fix  "just,  fair,  and 
nondiscriminatory  rates  to  be  charged  by  said  city  for  electric 
light  and  power,  and  establish  and  fix  fair  and  just  practices  and 
methods  of  competition,  and  grant  all  other  and  proper  relief 

The  second  petition,  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  2,145,  was  filed  on  Febru- 
ary 23, 1916,  and  consists  of  a  copy  of  a  resolution  adopted  by  tho 
Board  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  of  Fort  Wayne  on  February 
17,  1916,  reading  as  follows: 

Be  it  resolved  by  the  Board  of  Public  Works  of  the  City  of 
Fort  Wayne  that  the  schedule  of  residence  and  commercial  light- 
ing rates  in  the  Fort  Wayne  Electric  Li^t  &  Power  Department, 
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be  amended  by  changing  the  charge  of  7  cents  per  kw.  hr.  far  the 
first  fifty  (50)  kilowatts  to  6  cents  and  that  notice  of  the  adoption 
of  this  resolution  and  the  change  of  said  rate  be  given  b}'  the 
secretary  and  manager  of  said  Fort  Wayne  Electric  Light  & 
Power  Department  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana, 
said  change  to  be  eflfective  on  and  after  the  1st  day  of  April, 
1916,  and  to  apply  on  all  existing,  as  well  as  all  future,  cent  racts. 

Robert  Kelly, 
Frank  E.  Singery, 
Henry  Nilgemaiu 
Witness :    J.  Wessel,  Jr. 

Complaint  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1,360  and  petition  P.  S.  C.  T.  Na 
2,145  have  remained  on  the  records  of  this  Commission  without 
final  action  since  1915  and  early  1916,  though  a  hearing  on  P.  S. 
C.  I,  No.  1,360  was  held  in  Fort  Wayne  on  January  3  and  4, 
1916,  and  valuations  and  audits  of  the  Fort  WajTie  &  Nor- them 
Indiana  Traction  Company  and  the  Fort  Wayne  City  Light  & 
Power  Works  were  made  in  the  years  1915  and  1916,  copies  of 
which  were  served  on  the  interested  parties. 

Since  the  hearing  on  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1,360,  and  the  afox-esaid 
audits  and  valuations,  many  changes  have  occurred.  Though  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana  is  a  continuing  lody, 
changes  in  the  personnel  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  were 
such  previous  to  and  especially  on  May  1,  1917,  as  to  constitute 
practically  a  reorganization.  The  records  and  the  files  o:f  the 
Commission  do  not  show  that  there  has  been  effort,  except  on  the 
part  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  to  bring  these  matters 
to  final  adjudication  since  the  practical  reorganization  o^  tie 
Commission  May  1,  1917. 

There  has  also  been  a  complete  reorganization  of  the  ^^^ 
Wayne  municipal  government. 

A  more  marked  change  than  that  of  the  Commission  its^l^^  ^^ 
the  city  administration,  has  resulted  from  the  war  cond'^-'tions 
that  have  prevailed,  especially  since  April  6,  1917,  wh^*^  *°^ 
United  States  declared  a  state  of  war  to  exist 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  in  working  out  its  policy 
bringing  to  final  hearing  all  old  oasee  and  reducing  the  n't^*^*^^ 
of  pending  cases  to  not  more  than  fifty,  has  for  some  timo     '^^^ 
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pressing  both  the  Fort  Wayne  &  Northern  Indiana  Traction 
Company  and  the  city  of  Fort  Wayne  for  a  disposition  of  these 
cases.  The  Commission  finally  notified  both  parties  at  interest 
that  both  matters  would  be  set  for  early  hearing.  Under  the  date 
of  March  7,  1918,  it  has  from  the  Fort  Wayne  &  Northern  In- 
diana Traction  Company  a  communication,  of  which  the  follow- 
ing is  a  copy : 

".  .  .  since  filing  the  petition  No.  1,860  in  the  above 
matter,  more  than  two  years  ago,  the  cost  of  the  coal  and  all 
other  factors  entering  into  the  production  and  transmission  of 
electric  energy  has  so  enormously  increased  and  other  conditions 
in  the  country  are  so  changed  that  it  seems  inappropriate  and 
inadvisable  that  the  parties  hereto  and  the  state  should  be  com- 
pelled to  expend  large  sums  of  money  in  controversy  of  this  kind. 
The  increase  made  necessary  and  granted  by  the  Commission  in 
public  utility  rates  throughout  the  state  indicates  the  changed  con- 
ditions which  confront  us. 

"We  have  examined  the  testimony  and  exhibits  in  this  case, 
and  find  that  a  large  amount  of  work  would  be  necessary  to 
present  full  and  proper  facts  to  the  Commission  for  their  con- 
sideration. We  are  working  shorthanded  at  the  present  time  due 
to  the  fact  that  a  number  of  our  important  employees  have  entered 
directly  into  the  war  service,  and  many  of  the  officials  who  re- 
main are  giving  a  considerable  portion  of  their  time  to  some  form 
of  war  activities. 

"We  understand  that  the  discriminations  complained  of  in 
our  petition  have  been  very  largely  eliminated,  and  that  the 
municipal  plant  is  now  being  conducted  in  conformity  with  tho 
provisions  of  the  Utility  Law.  No  action  is  necessary,  therefore, 
on  these  matters. 

"Considering  all  of  these  conditions,  it  appears  to  us  that  this 
case  might  well  be  postponed  until  more  normal  times  obtain.'* 

The  Conamission,  in  reply  to  a  letter  to  the  city  of  Fort  Wayne 
of  the  date  of  February  5,  has  a  communication  from  the  city  in 
which  the  following  statement  is  made : 

"After  a  careful  consideration  of  this  matter  we  hardly  feel 
that  we  are  in  a  position  to  ask  that  this  case  (No.  2,145)  be  dis- 
missed, neither  are  we  in  a  position  to  have  it  taken  up  at  the 

present  time.  Because  of  the  fact  that,  owing  to  being  over- 
r.U.R.ioisc. 


486  INDIANA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

crowded  with  work,  we  have  not  been  able  to  make  even  a  partial 
investigation  of  the  matter,  and  would  not  even  venture  a  guess 
on  account  of  the  abnormal  conditions  which  exist  at  the  present 
time,  as  to  when  we  would  be  able  to  intelligently  present  the 
same. 

'We  feel  that  we  ought  to  make  a  thorough  investigation  of 
our  plant  as  to  cost  of  operation,  etc.,  and  as  this  investigation 
would  take  a  considerable  la^gth  of  time  it  is  essential,  to  us  at 
least,  that  the  matter  be  postponed  until  such  time  as  we  are  able 
to  gather  the  desired  information. 

"We  regret  exceedingly  that  we  are  unable  to  comply  with 
your  request,  as  we  are  as  anxious  to  dispose  of  this  old  matter 
as  you  are,  but  you  can  also  appreciate  that  it  is  one  of  our 
inheritances,  and  owing  to  our  short  tenure  of  office  we  feel  that 
we  are  not  as  yet  fully  conversant  with  the  earning  capacity  of 
our  municipal  plant. 

"We  will,  however,  endeavor  to  have  this  investigation  made 
as  soon  as  possible." 

[1]  The  primary  electric  rate  of  7  cents  per  kw.  hr.  in  effect 
in  Fort  Wayne,  and  which  petition  P.  S.  0.  L  No.  2,145  seeks 
to  reduce  to  6  cents, — that  being  the  only  change  sought, — ^is  one 
of  the  lowest  primary  electric  rates  in  the  state. 

The  country  has  entered  during  the  past  year  an  era  of  in- 
creased operating  costs.  This  resulted,  last  year,  in  a  petition 
being  filed  with  the  Commission  to  add  to  electric  light  and  power 
<;harges  in  most  Indiana  towns  and  cities  a  surcharge  of  30  per 
cent  on  all  electric  light  ^nd  power  bills.  This  petition  was  de- 
nied, but  the  Public  Service  Commission  has  found  it  necessary 
to  grant  increases  to  a  number  of  companies  whose  rates  were  low. 
Some  municipal  public  utility  rates  have  had  to  be  increased,  the 
hearings  revealing  that  municipal  plants  are  not  exempt  from  the 
effect  of  the  war  on  operating  costs. 

The  hearing  on  these  and  other  petitions  denied  revealed  that 
the  cost  of  coal  and  labor,  chief  elements  in  the  cost  of  gemerating 
electric  energy,  have  shown  war  period  advances.  The  annual 
reports  to  this  Commission  covering  the  operating  of  both  the 
Fort  Wayne  &  Northern  Indiana  Traction  Company  and  tie  Fort 
Wayne  municipal  plants  and  services  reveal  the  war  time  m* 
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creases  in  the  cost  of  generating  power  and  increases  in  other 
charges  and  taxes. 

No  one  can  to-day  forecast  the  operating  conditions  during 
the  war  period,  but  every  indication  is  that  there  will  be  no  re- 
turn during  the  war  to  the  operating  conditions  which,  on  Feb- 
ruary 23,  1916,  may  have  justified  the  petition  of  the  Board  of 
Public  Works  of  the  City  of  Fort  Wayne  for  approval  of  a  re- 
duction of  the  7  cents  primary  electric  rate  to  6  cents.  Such  a 
change  now  might  have  serious  results. 

This  Commission,  and  all  other  state  commissions,  are  being 
called  on  by  the  Federal  government  to  do  nothing  that  would 
tend  in  any  way  to  weaken,  either  in  operating  efficiency  or  in 
the  maintenance  of  plant,  the  public  utilities  of  this  country. 

From  W.  G.  McAdoo,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  comes  the 
appeal,  made  through  his  open  letter  to  President  Wilson,  that 
"our  local  public  utilities  must  not  be  permitted  to  become 
weakened,"  and  an  expression  of  the  fear  that  "it  may  be  that 
here  and  there,  because  of  the  prominence  given  to  less  important 
interests  immediately  at  hand,  state  and  local  authorities  do  not 
always  appreciate  the  close  connection  between  the  soundness 
and  efficiency  of  the  local  utilities  and  the  national  strength  and 
vigor." 

Speaking  of  the  natipnal  policy.  Secretary  McAdoo  further 
says:  "Our  public  service  utilities  are  closely  connected  with, 
and  are  an  essential  part  of,  our  preparation  for  and  successful 
prosecution  of  the  war,  and  unfavorable  tendencies  must  effec- 
tively be  checked  whenever  they  may  be  found  to  exist." 

The  Secretary  urges  consideration  of  "the  vital  part  which 
the  public  utility  companies  represent  in  the  life  and  war-making 
energy  of  the  nation,"  and  he  urges  that  they  "ought  to  receive 
fair  and  just  recognition  by  state  and  local  authorities." 

President  Wilson  has  spoken  on  this  matter,  declaring  "that 
it  is  essential  that  these  utilities  should  be  maintained  at  their 
maximum  efficiency,  and  that  everything  reasonably  possible 
should  be  done  with  that  end  in  view." 

John  Skelton  Williams,  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  in  his 
annual  report  sent  to  state  commissions,  declares :  "It  is  essential 
that  forbearance  and  consideration  be  exercised  by  state  com- 
missions and  municipal  authorities,  and  that  the  corporations 
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also  be  permitted  to  make  such  additious  to  their  charges  for 
service  as  will  keep  in  them  the  breath  of  solvency,  protect  their 
owners  against  unjust  loss,  and  give  them  as  basis  of  credit  on 
which  they  may  obtain  the  funds  with  which  to  meet  the  strain 
put  on  them  by  the  government's  needs.  The  breaking  down  of 
these  corporations  would  be  a  national  calamity." 

The  seriousness  of  present  exigencies  is  no  better  shown  than 
in  the  steps  taken  by  the  national  govermnent  to  finance  public 
utilities. 

These  directions  as  to  the  national  policy  have  been  made  and 
issued,  subsequent  to  the  declaration,  last  year,  of  the  policy  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  of  Indiana.  Simply  stated,  it  is 
that  this  Commission,  in  its  eflForts  to  meet  the  conditions  created 
l)y  war,  and  resulting  from  the  great  advance  in  the  price  of 
coal  fixed  by  the  national  government,  will  promptly  adjust  rates 
in  those  instances  where  public  utility  companies  are  proved  to 
be  in  distress,  but  that  in  any  readjustment,  public  utility  com- 
panies will  not  be  permitted  to  capitalize  the  war,  and  will  be 
called  on  to  bear  their  part  of  the  war  burden.  In  other  words, 
the  Public  Service  Commission  is  not  underwriting  normal  earn- 
ings on  public  utilities,  but  is  intent  on  keeping  them  solvent,  in 
good  operating  condition,  and  able  to  command  needed  capital. 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  furthermore,  with  fev^  ex- 
ceptions, in  giving  relief  that  was  needed,  has  been  able  to  keep 
the  burden  from  falling  on  the  great  mass  of  consumers  already 
burdened  to  the  limit  of  iheir  abilities.  This  has  generally  been 
accomplished  by  increases  in  power  rates.  These  rates,  as  a  rule, 
are  very  low,  and  are  generally  enjoyed  only  by  the  large  con- 
sumers who,  as  a  rule,  are  able  to  spread  the  burden  out  over  the 
broad  field  of  war  price  sale  of  their  commodities.  Many  of  these 
also  enjoy  war  contracts. 

[2]  In  light  of  (1)  the  conditions  produced  by  delay  in  bring- 
ing this  matter  to  a  hearing,  (2)  the  changes  in  the  Commission, 
(3)  changes  in  mimicipal  government,  (4)  necessity  of  p^rovid- 
ing  new  valuations  and  audits,  (5)  the  general  war  condi'AioJ^ 
(6)  and  the  national  and  state  war  policies,  it  is  the  opinion  of 
this  Commission  that  these  petitions  should  be  set  aside  witiott*^ 
however,  prejudice  to  any  interests. 

It  is  vital  to  the  efficiency  and  to  the  present  urgent  nee^  ^^ 
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and  pressure  on  this  Commission,  that  all  old  cases  be  disposed 
of.  Their  presence  on  the  dockets  of  this  Commission  is  pre- 
judicial to  the  Commission's  policy  to  put  itself  into  such  con- 
dition -that  it  will  be  able  promptly  to  meet  urgent  emergency 
demands  of  war  days..  The  emergencies  falling  on  this  Commis- 
sion are  by  no  means  limited  to  regulation  of  public  utility  rates 
and  services,  but  go  to  the  transportation  of  commodities  and, 
especially  coal  and  munitions. 

The  Commission  being  fully  advised,  and  further  advised  by 
the  original  petitioner  that  many,  if  not  all,  of  the  grounds  of  the 
complaint  originally  filed  in  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1,360  no  longer 
exist,  and  believing  that  it  is  not  in  conformity  with  either  na- 
tional or  state  policies  to  disturb  the  already  low  primary  rates 
at  this  time,  will  dismiss  the  two  petitions  without  prejudice. 
This  means  that  they  may  be  revived  on  the  return  of  more  nor- 
mal conditions,  to  no  disadvantage  of  any  interest. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  bv  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Indiana,  that  complaint  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1,360  and  petition  P.  S. 
C  I.  No.  2,145  be,  and  are  hereby,  dismissed  without  prejudice. 


INDIANA  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

BE  HOME  TELEPHONE  COMPANY  OF  NOBLESVILLE. 

[No.  3627.] 

Valuation  —  Going  value  -»  Cost  of  developing  business  charged  to 
operation  —  Allowance, 

1.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  going  Talue  in  a  rate  case 
where  the  cost  of  building  up  and  developing  the  business  has  been 
charged  to  operation. 

l>epr€ciation  —  Telephones  —  Allowance. 

2.  An  annual  allowance  of  5  per  cent  on  all  physical  property  ex- 
duaive  of  lands,  materials,  and  supplies  is  adequate  to  provide  for 
depreciation  of  a  telephone  plant  in  good  condition. 

Return  —  Telephones  —  Reasonable. 

3.  Seven  per  cent  on  the  value  of  property  actually  used  and  use- 
ful is  a  fair  return  for  a  telephone  utility. 

Jtefunt  —  Telephones  —  Operating    expenses  —  War  —  Materials    and 
supplies  —  Effect. 

4.  War-time  increases  in  the  cost  of  materials  and  supplies  do  not 
generally  reflect  sufficient  increase  in  the  operating  expenses  of  the  aver- 
age telephone  utility  to  require  advanced  rates  to  cover  the  added  bur- 
den. 
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Return  —  Operating  expenses  —  Increased  la&or  coats  —  Relief  — 
Shotoing  necessary. 

5.  A  utility,  to  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  for 
advances  in  labor  costs,  must  show  specifically  the  advances  to  be  made 
and  indicate  the  approximate  time  they  would  be  effective,  since  it  is 
not  proper  for  a  Commission  to  resort  to  speculation  to  determine  tlie 
amount  to  be  allowed  to  cover  these  contempl&ted  expenses. 

Return  —  Reasonableness  —  War  —  History  —  Importance, 

6.  The  history  of  a  utility  should  be  considered  in  fixing  its  retttrn 
during  the  war  era,  since  its  past  losses  or  prosperity  have  an  im- 
portant bearing  on  the  amount  it  should  rightfully  earn  during  the 
present  period  of  national  need. 

Discrimination  —  Telephones  —  Service  —  Free  —  Offleers  and  cin- 
ployees. 

7.  A  telephone  utility  should  discontinue  the  rendering  of  free 
telephone  service,  except  to  its  officers  and  employees. 

[March  25,  1918.] 

Application  of  the  Home  Telephone  Company  of  Nobles- 
ville  for  permission  to  increase  its  rates ;  denied ;  reasonable  rate 
value  of  plant  fixed  at  $70,900. 

By  the  Commission :  The  petitioner,  Home  Telephone  Com- 
pany of  Noblesville,  owns  and  operates  a  telephone  system  at 
Noblesville,  Indiana,  with  lines  extending  into  rural  districts, 
and  having  a  total  of  1,232  telephones. 

It  has  applied  to  this  Commission  for  an  increase  of  rates  in 
order  to  meet  "increased  expenses  including  the  rate  of  wages 
for  employees,  and  the  advanced  price  of  materials  that  enter  into 
telephone  construction ;  to  set  aside  a  depreciation  fund  and  al- 
low a  proper  income." 

After  due  notice  to  the  newspapers,  chamber  of  commerce,  ana 
city  officials  of  Xoblesville,  the  case  was  heard  on  the  6th  day  of 
February,  1918,  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission.  Petitioner  was 
represented  by  J.  K.  Johnston,  its  attorney  and  engineer,  and 
the  city  of  Noblesville  appeared  as  a  protestant,  and  was  repre- 
sented by  N.  C.  Neal,  city  attorney. 

Existing  rates  of  the  company  are  as  follows : 

Single-party  line,  business,  city $1.25  per  mo.  per  pjon* 

2-party  line,  business,  city   1.00  per  mo.  per  V^^^ 

Single-party  line,  residence,  city  1.00  per  mo.  per  pj^"^ 

4-party  line,  residence,  city   1.00  per  mo.  per  V^^ 

Kural-party  line   1.00  per  mo.  per  pn^^^ 

Extension  telephone 60  per  mo.  per  P»^°^ 

Extension  bells    25  per  mo.  per  P^^^"^ 
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The  property  of  the  petitioner  was  appraised  by  the  Cominis- 
sion's  engineers,  and  by  J.  K.  Johnston,  telephone  engineer  and 
appraiser.  The  present  value  of  the  property  of  petitioner  used 
and  useful  for  public  convenience  as  found  by  these  appraisers 
is  as  follows : 

Cost  of  Heproduction : 

Commission's  engineers $S2,620 

J.  K.  Johnston,  engineer 79,91ft 

Present  Value: 

Commission's  engineers  $69,900 

J.  K.  Johnston,  engineer 68,819 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  Commission's  engineers  found  a 
greater  value  than  that  found  by  the  petitioner's  engineer.  At 
the  hearing  the  petitioner  accepted  the  appraisal  of  the  Commis- 
sion's engineers.  The  Commission,  therefore,  accepts  this  find- 
ing of  present  physical  value  of  $69,900.  In  order  to  determine 
a  reasonable  value  for  rate-making  purposes,  there  should  be 
added  to  this  present  physical  value  a  reasonable  allowance  for 
working  capital.  The  Commission  believes  that  $1,000  is  such 
a  reasonable  allowance. 

[1]  It  has  become  the  custom  in  rate  cases  in  Indiana  to 
allow  a  reasonable  sum  for  value  as  a  going  concern,  or  for 
"going  value."  As  to  whether  this  term  has  been  used  by  this 
Commission  as  connoting  the  same  elements  which  are  generally 
accepted  as  constituting  "going  value"  is  problematical.  How- 
ever this  may  be,  the  act  under  which  this  Commission  operates 
specifically  defines  and  limits  the  allowance  of  value  given  to 
this  intangible  element. 

Section  9  of  the  Public  Utility  Laws  of  Indiana  is  as  follows : 
"The  ConMnission  shall  value  all  the  property  of  every  public 
utility  actually  used  and  useful  for  the  convenience  of  the  public 
As  one  of  the  elements  in  such  valuation,  the  Commission  shall 
give  weight  to  the  reasonable  cost  of  bringing  the  property  to  its 
then  state  of  efficiency,"     [4  Bums's  Anno.  Stat.  1914,  p.  872.] 

it  is  recognized,  of  course,  that  in  the  original  construction  of 
a  property  and  throughout  its  life  there  are  necessary  expend- 
itures chargeable  to  capital  account  which  never  take  form  in 
physical  property,  and  cannot  be  physically  appraised,  but  with- 
out which  the  value  of  the  property  would  be  lessened  and  its 

efficiency  retarded.     A  large  portion  of  such  expenditures  are, 
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however,  included  in  the  engineer's  valuation  by  arbitrarj  al- 
lowance based  upon  modem  engineering  practice  and  experience. 
As  for  example,  in  all  cases,  including  the  instant  case,  the  Com- 
mission's engineers  allow  12  per  cent  on  all  physical  items  a^ 
praised  (except  lands,  materials,  and  supplies)  to  cover  **eBgi- 
neering,  superintendence,  interest  during  construction,  taxes  dur- 
ing construction,  fire  and  liability  insurance,  small  omissions  of 
inventory,  contingencies,  etc."    This  item  of  12  per  cent,    as  in 
this  case,  is  generally  allowed  without  proof;  but  it  is  obvious 
that,  in  this  and  many  other  cases  where  from  a  small  pla.iit  in 
the  beginning  there  has  been  a  gradual  growth  and  development 
of  the  property,  very  little  has  been  expended  for  the  itens.  cov- 
ered by  the  12  per  cent  allowance. 

But  this  12  per  cent  allowance  cannot  be  considered  an  allow- 
ance for  "going  value"  or  as  including  the  "cost  of  bringing  the 
property  to  its  then  state  of  efficiency."    It  is  generally  couoeded 
that  the  cost  of  developing  and  securing  the  business  of  a  ixtility 
is  one  of  the  principal  elements  entering  into  "going  value.'*     As- 
suming that  this  intangible  element  as  well  as  others  cons'titute 
the  "cost  of  bringing  the  property  to  its  then  state  of  eflBciency," 
it  is  clear  that  if  values  covering  these  elements  are  to  be  allowed 
especially  for  rate-making  purposes,  it  must  appear  that    there 
was  an  actual  "cost"  attached  to  them.     The  company  must  have 
actually  paid  out  something  in  order  to  secure  this  credit  of 
values.     And,  furthermore,  this  "cost"  or  this  payment    must 
have  been  a  capital,  and  not  an  operating,  charge.     For  if  A® 
^'cost  of  bringing  the  property  to  its  then  state  of  efficiency^'  ^^ 
been  paid,  not  by  the  company,  but  by  its  patrons  as  an  operating 
expense,  certainly  the  utility  should  not  be  permitted  to  capit:^^^^® 
an  investment  which  it  did  not  make.     Nor  should  the  pfittrons 
of  the  utility  be  required  through  rate  charges  to  pay  a  retixi"^  ^^ 
values  which  their  own  money  has  directly  created. 

So,  in  this  case,  so  far  as  the  Commission  can  find  froxxx  p® 
evidence,  it  is  quite  clear  that  the  bulk  of  the  expenditures  %«^li^*^ 
could  be  classed  as  "cost  of  bringing  the  property  to  its  then,  state 
of  efficiency"  have  been  charged  to  operation.  The  cost  of  ly^^^^' 
ing  up  and  developing  the  business,  so  far  as  the  Commissiox'-  ^^ 
determine  from  the  evidence,  has  been  paid,  not  by  the  conap^^^^^ 
but  by  its  subscribers.    And  since,  as  will  later  appear,  the J"^  ^^ 
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been  no  actual  ''cost"  to  the  company  in  arriving  at  the  present 
state  of  efficiency,  the  Commission  is  unable  to  see  how,  under 
the  law  or  in  equity,  any  allowance  can  be  made  for  ''going 
value." 

The  reasonable  value  of  petitioner's  property,  therefore,  is  as 
follows : 

Present  physical  value   $69,900 

Working  capiUl   1,000 

Total  value 1 $70,900 

— ^which  the  Commission  finds  tp  be  the  reasonable  value  of  peti- 
tioner's property  actually  used  and  useful  for  the  convenience 
of  the  public. 

Petitioner  is  entitled  to  a  schedule  of  rates  which  will  produce 
revenues  sufficient  to  pay  operating  expenses  (including  taxes), 
provide  for  a  reasonable  reserve  for  depreciation,  and  pay  a  rea- 
sonable return  on  the  value  of  petitioner's  property. 

Petitioner's  books  have  been  audited  by  the  Commission's  ac- 
countants, and  this  audit  shows  petitioner's  disbursements  for 
the  year  1917  to  be  $23,761.59.  To  determine  petitioner's  1917 
operating  expense,  however,  deductions  must  be  made  from  this 
fium  for  nonoperating  charges  as  follows : 

Interest  on  borrowed  money $30.00 

Borrowed  money  repaid  1,000.00 

Intereat  on  bonds   1,527.00 

Dividends  1,600.00 

New   construetion    6,840.00 

Labor  on  new  oonstruction  2,174.76 

Total  deduction  from  disbursement   $13,072.66 

Total  disbursements   $23,761.59 

Total  deductions   13,072.66 

Leaving  1917  operating  expense  of $10,688.93 

[2]  The  property  of  petitioner  is  in  good  condition.  Much 
of  it  appears  to  be  practically  new.  A  5  per  cent  annual  rate 
is  an  ample  allowance  for  depreciation,  and  the  Commission  de* 
termines  this  to  be  a  reasonable  rate  to  be  required, — that  is,  5 
per  cent  on  the  total  of  all  items  of  physical  property,  except 
lands,  materials,  and  supplies,  or  5  per  cent  on  $64,356,  or 
$3,217.80, 

[3]  The  Commission  believes,  and  petitioner  agrees,  that  7 
per  cent  on  the  value  of  petitioner's  property  actually  used  and 
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useful,  to  be  a  fair  rate  of  return  or  profit  for  petitioner,  or  7  per 
cent  of  $70,900,  or  $4,963. 

From  a  recapitulation  of  these  items,  it  appears  that  petitioner 
is  entitled  to  earn  and  pay  the  following : 

Operating  expense,  including  taxes $10,688.93 

5  per  cent  for  depreciation  . .  i 3,217.80 

7  per  cent  return 4,963.00 

Total 18,869.73 

Petitioner's  1917  revenues  were  $18,938,-^this  not  including 
$2,653,  cash  on  hand  at  the  beginning  of  the  year. 

It  appears  that  this  utility  under  war-time  operation  is  earn- 
ing approximately  what  the  law  contemplates  it  should  earn, 
and  therefore  it  would  follow  that  there  are  no  grounds  for  an 
increase  in  rates. 

[4]  But  it  is  insisted  that  in  this  conclusion  no  account  is 
taken  of  the  increased  cost  of  materials  and  supplies  and  labor, 
due  to  war  conditions.  It  is  well  to  indicate  here  the  result  of 
the  investigation  and  experience  of  this  Commission  as  to  the 
effect  of  the  war  and  war  conditions  on  the  operation,  or  rather 
operating  expenses,  of  telephone  properties. 

It  is  undoubtedly  true  that  the  price  of  telephone  supplies  and 
materials  has  greatly  increased, — increases  varying  from  10  to 
100  per  cent,  and  in  a  few  cases  in  excess  of  100  per  cent.  In 
this  case  one  of  petitioner's  witnesses,  a  man  with  many  years  of 
experience  in  the  telephone  field,  and  an  authority  on  costs,  tes- 
tified that  the  average  increase  of  telephone  materials  at  present 
was  from  35  to  50  per  cent  over  normal  costs.  Now,  applying 
this  increase  to  the  instant  case, — petitioner  in  the  year  1917 
expended  $1,034.28  for  materials  and  supplies,  for  maintenance 
and  repair  (not  new  construction)  purposes.  It  has  been  sug- 
gested that  this  is  not  a  fair  figure,  for  the  reason  that  since  the 
increase  in  prices  due  to  the  war  there  has  been  considerable  de- 
ferred maintenance.  But  there  is  no  evidence  of  this  nature 
before  the  Commission. 

From  a  number  of  cases  recently  before  the  Commission,  this 
appears  to  be  a  fair  approximation  of  the  annual  expenditures 
of  this  nature  in  plants  of  this  kind  and  size.  Now  this  figure 
of  $1,034.28,  being  a  1917  expenditure,  covers  materials  at  the 
prevailing  high  prices,  and  we  are  allowing  this  1917  figure  as 
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a  reasonable  operating  expense.  But  for  the  purpose  of  making 
the  point  clear,  let  us  assume  that  there  was  still  an  added  in- 
crease of  50  per  cent  over  the  1917  prices.  This  would  be  an 
increase  in  the  cost  of  materials  and  supplies  chargeable  to  oper- 
ation in  the  instant  case  of  but  $517.14,  which  would  be  practi- 
cally negligible  as  a  consideration  in  the  matter  of  rate  making. 
Of  course,  what  has  been  said  applies  to  materials  and  supplies 
used  for  maintenance  and  charged  to  operation.  When  such 
materials  are  used  for  new  construction,  extensions,  etc.,  and  be- 
come capital  charges,  another  question  is  presented  which  is  no^ 
pertinent  to  rate  making  except  as  such  expenditures  affect 
values.  The  facts  are  that  the  costs  of  telephone  materials  and 
supplies  have  greatly  increased,  but  from  the  record  in  this  and 
other  cases  it  is  evident  that  this  increase  in  the  case  of  the 
average  telephone  property  does  not  find  expression  in  substantial 
increases  in  the  cost  of  operation.  It  is  perhaps  well  to  distin- 
guish the  telephone  utility  from  other  utilities  in  the  matter  of 
the  effect  of  the  war  on  the  cost  of  operation.  Take,  for  example, 
a  utility  that  is  a  large  user  of  coal, — a  gas  plant.  The  enormous 
increase  in  the  cost  of  coal  of  course  appears  as  substantially  in- 
creasing the  operation  costs.  In  the  case  of  telephone  property, 
the  expenditures  for  materials  and  supplies  chargeable  to  oper- 
ation are  not  the  principal  operating  cost,  while  in  the  case  of 
the  coal-using  utility,  coal  constitutes  the  largest  item  of  expense. 

The  Commission  does  not  mean  to  say  that  increases  in  the 
operating  costs  of  telephone  properties  due  to  increased  cost  of 
materials  and  supplies  will  not  be  considered,  but  it  must  appear 
that  these  increases  in  cost  do  materially  increase  operating  ex- 
penses. 

[5]  Again,  it  is  insisted  that  operating  expenses  are  much 
higher,  due  to  the  fact  that  labor  costs  have  materially  increased. 
Undoubtedly,  there  is  more  merit  in  this  assertion.  Operators' 
wages,  and  wages  of  linemen,  superintendents,  eta,  have  in- 
creased and  are  increasing, — although  in  this  case  it  is  necessary 
for  the  Commission  to  resort  to  considerable  speculation  in  order 
to  determine  the  real  and  contemplated  increase  in  operating 
expenses  due  to  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  labor. 

The  Commission  is  unable  to  pass  intelligently  on  the  matter 
of  rate  increases  to  meet  contemplated  increases  in  the  cost  o£i 
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labor,  when  the  petitioner  merely  testifies  in  a  general  way  that 
it  is  facing  a  period  when  wages  must  be  increased.  If  petitioner 
would  show  that  certain  specific  increases  were  to  be  made,  and 
would  indicate  the  approximate  time  the  increases  would  be 
effective,  the  Commission  could  and  would  consider  such  con- 
templated increases  and  make  due  rate  allowances  therefor.  But 
as  it  is,  the  Commission  must  speculate  as  to  such  increases,  and 
it  is  neither  wise  nor  proper  for  the  Ccunmission  to  base  its 
findings  on  mere  speculation. 

The  Commission  has  observed  many  cases  of  underpaid  op- 
erators, and  is  disposed  to  increase  rates  when  necessary  to  pro- 
vide adequate  and  reasonable  compensation  for  this  as  well  as 
other  forms  of  labor.  Certain  rate  adjustments  which  are  later 
provided  herein  to  remove  existing  discriminations  should  prove 
adequate  in  meeting  a  portion  of  whatever  increased  labor  costs 
petitioner  will  have  to  meet. 

[6]  For  a  further  consideration  of  this  and  other  question^ 
involved,  a  brief  review  of  the  history  of  the  company  will  revc^ 
interesting  information  which  in  a  large  way  is  particuX^^^Vl 
pertinent  to  the  principal  issues  herein  involved.  \ 

The  company  was  organized  in  1899.     The  New  Lon^     -w^ 
tance  Telephone  Company  of  Indianapolis  constructed  the  ^ol>i 
ville  plant  and  sold  it  to  the  petitioner  at  net  cost    The  ori^ 
capital  stock  was  $5,000,  which  in  1900  was  increased  to  $l«5,OOf? 
Of  this  amount,  $6,450  was  paid  in  by  the  stockholders  ixx    <^msi  * 
and  $9,200  issued  in  paymeni  of  the  plant    The  sum  of     't:!!^^^ 
two  items,  $6,450  and  $9,200,  or  $15,650,  represents  the  ^11:1  tir« 
amount  of  money,  the  entire  investment  put  into  the  plant  t>y  tiKe 
stockholders.    In  other  words,  the  stockholders  paid  in  a  tot^^tl   of 
$15,650,  which  investment. is  now  represented  by  the  prope^^^J 
which  the  Commission  valued  at  $70,900.    This  increase  in.   ^v^aJoe 
has  been  made  out  of  the  earnings  of  the  company,  and  tl>.xfi(  >^ot 
to  the  exclusion  of  dividends  to  stockholders  and  interest  pa^rxxient 
on  bonds,  as  will  later  appear.     The  stockholders,  having     :Eii»<ie 
their  original  investment  of  $16,650,  later  increased  the  c^^pi*^ 
stock  of  the  company  from  $15,000  to  $30,000,  and  issu^^    ^® 
additional  $15,000  of  stock  to  themselves  as  a  stock  divi^l®^^- 
On  the  same  date  the  company  authorised  $30,000  of  bond.^^ 
these  were  distributed  among  the  stockholders  as  a  dividend  « 
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B^inning  with  the  year  1904,  when  the  company  paid  a  10 
per  cent  dividend  on  its  capital  stock,  dividends  had  been  paid 
each  year,  and  since  1908  an  annual  dividend  of  5  per  cent  on 
$30,000  of  capital  stock  and  5  per  cent  annually  on  $30,000  of 
bonds  have  been  paid  to  the  stockholders. 

The  stockholders,  having  invested  $16,640,  have,  during  the 
life  of  the  company,  received  the  following  sums : 

Caah  dividends    $16,820 

Interest  on  bonds 17,220 

And  now  has  property  valued  at 70,900 

Making  a  total  of   $104,940 

In  addition  to  these  dividends  and  the  interest  paid,  the  com- 
pany was  able  to  set  aside  $6,000  in  1913,  $3,700  in  1914,  and 
$2,000  in  1915,  making  $11,700  plus  $1,644  interest,— a  total  of 
$13,344.16,  which  the  company  was  able  to  set  aside  as  a  sinking 
fund  within  a  period  of  three  years.  In  other  words,  the  com- 
pany was  able,  in  addition  to  paying  dividends  and  interest  on 
bonds,  to  take  out  and  set  aside  $11,700  within  three  years.  This 
fund  was  used  to  purchase  new  building,  cables,  payment  on 
switchboard,  etc. 

All  of  the  above-enumerated  results  were  obtained  by  the  peti- 
tioner under  the  present  rates,  or  rates  producing  a  lesser  revenue. 
During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  1,  1917,  the  present  rates  of 
the  company  produced  revenues  sufficient  to  pay  operating  ex- 
penses, pay  5  per  cent  dividend  on  $30,000  common  stock  and  5 
per  cent  interest  on  $30,000  of  bonds ;  to  pay  off  a  note  of  $1,000 
in  bank  and  purchase  $6,840  of  materials  for  new  construction, 
and  pay  $2,174  of  labor  charges  for  new  construction. 

It  may  be  contended  that  the  historical  side  of  the  question  is 
not  material  to  the  issue  at  hand,  but  this  contention,  especially 
in  view  of  jHresent  conditions,  falls  of  its  own  weight.  Here  is  a 
company  that  has  experienced  a  most  unusual  prosperity.  Its 
past  years  have  all  been  fat  years.  At  this  time  of  national  need, 
when  men  and  institutions  are  called  upon  to  sacrifice  as  they 
have  never  sacrificed  before, — when  the  full  loaf  is  no  longer 
asked  or  given, — would  it  not  be  proper  to  ask,  if  necessary 
(which  it  is  not),  that  the  ccnnpany  now  resort  to  the  surplus 
of  previous  years,  and  make  up  any  partial  loss  of  profits,  if 
necessary,  from  the  excess  profits  of  the  past?     And  even  if  it 
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were  shown  here  that  petitioner  faced  a  period  of  meager  retnms 
(instead  of  full  profits,  as  the  record  discloses),  the  Commission 
would,  in  the  light  of  the  uninterrupted  and  unusual  profits  of 
the  past,  hesitate  to  grant  relief. 

It  may  be  said  here  that  this  company  has  had  wise  and  pru- 
dent management,  thus  accounting  for  its  unusually  successful 
growth  and  development.  Such  management  should  be  com- 
mended and  encouraged.  To  penalize  efficiency  and  economy 
would  be  a  most  unwise  and  unfair  policy,  but  in  this  case,  in 
the  light  of  the  facts  and  in  view  of  present  conditions,  a  denial 
of  an  increase  could  not  with  reason  be  interpreted  as  penalizing  - 
the  petitioner  for  its  efficient  management. 

The  Commission  finds,  therefore,  that  the  present  schedule  of 
rates,  tolls,  and  charges  of  the  petitioner  are  adequate  and  suffi- 
cient, and  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition  for  increased  rates 
should  be  denied. 

A  review  of  the  present  rate  schedule  does,  however,  reveal  the 
fact  that  the  existing  rates  are  unjustly  discriminatory  and  preir 
erential.    For  example,  there  is  a  uniform  rate  of  $1  per  mox^Ss^ 
for  twoparty  business  telephones,   independent  residence     ^^^ 
phones,  and  four-party  residence  telephones.     The  Commisa.^^:^^^ 
will,  purely  for  the  purpose  of  removing  this  obvious  discriiixi.:i:x«t- 
tion,  increase  the  rate  of  the  independent  residence  telephonist    -to 
$1.15  per  month.     The  remainder  of  the  present  rate  8cli^<3Lx»le 
will  stand  undisturbed. 

The  Commission  finds,  therefore,  that  the  existing  rates  of    "tHe 
petitioner  are  unjustly  discriminatory  and  preferential,  and    "tlxat 
the  discrimination  should  be  removed  by  increasing  the  rfii'fc^    ^^ 
independent  residence  telephones  in  the  city  of  Nobleavill^    *^ 
$1.15  per  month  per  telephone. 

[7]  The  Commission  further  finds  that  petitioner  should  dis- 
continue the  rendering  of  free  telephone  service,  except  "fco  i** 
officers  and  employees. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Public  Service  Commissio^^  ^ 
Indiana  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition  herein  for  increased  xrates 
be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  for  the  purpose  of  removing    ^^^ 
criminations,   a   rate  of  $1.15   per  month   per   telephoim^     *^ 
independent  residence  telephones  in  the  city  of  NoblesviH^ 
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imposed,  observed,  and  collected  in  the  future,  in  lieu  of  the 
present  rate  of  $1.  Said  new  rate  shall  become  eflFective  April 
1,  1918,  provided  the  petitioner  shall  theretofore  file  the  same 
with  the  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Indiana  that  the  petitioner  shall,  beginning  April  1,  1918,  set 
aside  annually  for  depreciation  5  per  cent  of  the  value  of  all 
of  its  physical  property,  less  lands,  materials,  and  supplies,  and 
that  said  5  per  cent  shall  be  paid  into  a  depreciation  fund,  which 
shall  be  handled  and  expended  as  provided  by  the  specific  de- 
preciation provisions  of  the  law,  and  in  conformity  with  the 
future  depreciation  rules  and  regulations  of  this  Commission. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  petitioner  discontinue  the  rendering 
of  free  service  except  to  its  officers  and  employees. 


DTDIANA  PUBIilC  SERVICE  COMMISSION* 

BE  CITY  OF  VEEDERSBURG. 

[No.  3699.] 

iSaiea  ^  Etectrie  ^  Municipal  plant  ^  Emergency  ^  Wait  —  Neces^ 
Mtp. 

The  Indiana  Commission,  on  a  showing  that  due  to  war  prices  of 
coal  a  municipal  plant  furnishing  electric  and  water  service  would  show 
a  substaiitial  defioit  for  the  ensuing  year  under  the  prevailing  rates, 
authorized  an  emergency  electric  rate,  even  though  by  eliminating  the 
furnishing  of  free  service  to  the  city,  apportioning  the  operating  ex- 
penses between  the  two  services,  and  employing  other  remedial  mea- 
sures, the  plant  could  probably  be  put  on  a  self-sustaiaing  basis  under 
the  existing  rates. 

[March  26,  1018.] 

Application  by  the  city  of  Veedersburg  for  authority  to 
charge  an  emergency  electric  rate  for  current  furnished  by  its 
municipal  water  and  light  plant;  granted. 

By  the  Commission:  This  is  an  emergency  application  by 
"the  city  of  Veedersburg,  Indiana,  for  authority  to  suspend  the 
existing  10  per  cent  per  kw.  hr.  rate  for  electric  energy  furnished 
by  its  municipal  water  and  light  plant,  and  also  to  suspend  the 
50  cent  per  month  per  meter  minimum  charge,  and  to  put  into 
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effect  in  lieu  of  such  suspended  rate  and  miniTniiTn  charge  a 
rate  of  12^  cents  per  kw.  hr.^  with  a  minimum  charge  of  $1  per 
meter  per  month  for  light  or  power. 

Petitioner  avers  that,  owing  to  the  war  conditions  and  the  in- 
creased cost  of  coal  and  labor,  it  is  necessary,  to  prevent  irrep- 
arable injury  to  said  utility,  to  make  these  changes  in  the  electric 
rate.    Petitioner  further  avers  that  an  emergency  exists. 

N^otice  of  the  filing  of  this  petition  was  served  under  date  of 
February  15  on  the  city  of  Veedersburg,  through  its  mayor  and 
city  attorney,  and  general  notice  given  by  a  notice  sent  to  the 
Veedersburg  News.  The  hearing  on  the  petition  was  originally 
set  for  March  11,  but  was  postponed  to  hearing  on  March  23,  in 
conformity  with  notices  served  as  aforesaid.  At  the  hearing  no 
protestants  appeared,  and  no  protest  has  been  received  by  this 
Commission.  The  city  was  represented  by  O.  V.  Simmerman, 
its  mayor,  J.  P.  Brissey,  its  city  attorney,  and  by  Dr.  W.  F. 
Pumell,  a  member  of  the  council. 

The  evidence  is  thaty  in  the  operation  of  its  combined  munic- 
ipal water  and  electric  light  and  power  plant,  the  city  showed  a 
deficit  of  $240  for  the  year  1916,  and  $1,415  for  the  year  1917 ; 
that  the  indications  are  that  the  deficit  for  the  year  1918  will  at 
least  equal,  and  probably  exceed,  the  deficit  for  1917 ;  that  said 
deficit  in  1916  and  1917  was  met  by  drawing  on  the  general  fund 
of  the  said  city  of  Veedersburg. 

The  testimony  presented  by  0.  V.  Simmerman,  mayor  since 
January  1,  1918,  and  previous  to  that,  a  member  of  the  city 
council,  and,  as  a  member  of  the  council,  the  chairman  of  the 
water  and  light  committee,  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 


Total  Receipts: 
Water    {S0%) 
Electric   (70%) 

Total 


Operating  BzpenBes   . . , 
(DeA^i)  Proilt  or  loss 


1916. 


$1,906.74 
4,659.06 


$6,655.80 

$6,895.60 
240.00 


1917. 


$2,199.09 
6,134.24 


$7,330.33 

$8,745.33 
1,415.00 


The  separation  of  receipts  and  disbursements  on  the  basis  of  30 
per  cent  for  water  and  70  per  cent  for  electricity  is  purely  arbi- 
trary, and  based  on  estimates  of  the  relative  cost  of  operation  and 
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<m  the  consumption  of  the  two  commodities  of  the  combined 
municipal  water  and  electric  light  and  power  plant. 

The  principal  item  of  the  increased  cost  of  operation  is  coal. 
Testimony  as  to  the  cost  of  coal  may  be  summarized  as  follows : 


Average  cost  f .  o.  b.  Veedersburg  unloaded  . . 
Total  cost 


1916. 


$1.60  per  ton 
$2,687.37 


1917. 


$4,304.97 


This  summary  shows  an  increase  in  the  coal  bill  alone  of 
$1,617.60  for  the  year  1917  over  the  year  1916. 

Testimony  further  reveals  that,  as  compared  with  the  cost 
of  $1.60  per  ton  in  1916,  coal  now  costs  $8.85  per  ton  f.  o.  b. 
plant  unloaded,  and  that  the  coal  bill  for  the  year  1918  will  be 
at  least  as  great  as  it  was  in  1917. 

Testimony  fails  to  sustain  the  averment  that  labor  increased  in 
cost  during  the  year  1917  over  the  year  1916,  but  indicates  that 
an  additional  labor  charge  may  be  incurred  during  the  year  1918. 

Evidence  very  clearly  reveals  the  fact  that,  under  the  condi- 
tions now  obtaining,  the  receipts  from  the  operation  of  the  com- 
bined utility  during  the  year  1918  will  not,  if  the  present  rates 
are  continued,  meet  the  bare  operating  expenses;  and  evidence 
also  indicates  that  the  deficit,  if  no  change  is  made  in  the  rates 
for  either  electricity  or  water,  will  be  approximately  $1,500,  and 
possibly  more.  Under  these  conditions  the  Commission  is  of  the 
opinion  that  relief  should  be  granted. 

The  Commission,  however,  is  by  no  means  satisfied  with  the 
relief  prayed  by  petitioner,  and  hereinafter  granted.  The  ev- 
idence indicates  that  the  city  of  Veedersburg  should  take  steps 
at  once  to  put  its  municipal  plant  on  altogether  a  new  basis  of 
operation.  Cross-questioning  revealed  that  the  city  is  lighted  by 
approximately  thirty  arc  lights  and  twenty  incandescent  street 
lights,  supported  on  pedestals,  and  that,  in  addition  to  this  light- 
ing, the  city  has,  for  fire  protection,  approximately  twenty  fire 
hydrants ;  and  that,  in  addition  to  these  services,  there  is  probably 
minor  water  and  lighting  service  for  the  municipality.  The 
cross-questioning  further  revealed  that  the  city  makes  no  payment 
to  its  electric  light  and  water  department  for  these  services, — in 
other  words,  that  the  city  has  a  free  service  of  water  and  lights. 
The  evidence  is  that  there  is  a  special  2  per  cent  tax  levied  for 
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the  discharge  of  the  bonded  indebtedness  on  the  water  and  light 
plant,  but  cross-questioning  revealed  that,  though  the  origixial 
cost  of  the  plant  is  thus  being  discharged,  there  is  carried  by  the 
city  at  this  time  no  depreciation  reserve,  and  that  there  is  no 
provision  under  operation,  as  now  conducted,  for  meeting  the 
constant  wear  and  tear  which  will  result  ultimately  in  the  plant 
being  rendered  worthless,  without  any  fund  accumulating  to 
offset  such  depletion. 

The  10-cent  rate  for  electric  energy  now  in  effect  is  a  high  rate, 
and  to  increase  this  to  12^  cents  will  give  Veedersburg  a  very 
high  rate  as  compared  with  most  of  the  towns  of  like  size  and 
condition.  The  Indiana  law  under  which  rates  are  regulated  by 
this  Commission  does  not  contemplate  free  service  of  the  char- 
acter rendered  the  municipality  by  its  department.  The  Com- 
mission, in  meeting  the  emergency,  will  grant  the  rate  prayed  for 
a  temporary  period,  and  would  advise  the  city  of  Veedersburg 
that  it  take  steps  for  considering  the  matter  of  a  complete  re- 
organization of  the  operation  and  its  relation  to  the  city  and 
people  thereof,  so  that  it  may  be  placed  on  a  more  equitable  and 
a  safer  foundation.  It  must  always  be  remembered  that  free 
service  means  higher  rates  for  those  charged  for  service,  and  that 
this  is  contrary  to  the  intent  of  the  Indiana  law. 

The  unsoundness  of  the  present  policy  is  revealed  by  the  fact 
that  the  boilers  in  the  plant  now  need  extensive  repairs,  and  that 
there  is  need  of  replacement  of  a  smokestack  which  has  been 
wrecked.  The  estimates  for  these  two  replacements  range,  accord- 
ing to  type,  from  $1,400  to  $2,400,  and  there  is  no  current  earn- 
ing or  any  other  fund  on  which  to  draw  for  these  repairs,  which 
should  be  carried  in  current  operating  expenses.  Testimony  by 
O.  C,  Herdrich,  chief  accountant  of  the  Public  Service  Coin- 
mission,  reveals  that  the  best  operated  municipal  utilities  in  the 
state  are  conducted,  so  far  as  the  rendering  of  city  service  and 
the  setting  aside  of  a  depreciation  fund  are  concerned,  in  the  same 
manner  as  privately  owned  utilities ;  that  a  fair  charge  for  munic- 
ipal street  lighting  by  arc  lights  would  range  from  $40  to  $50 
per  light  per  annum ;  for  the  incandescent  lights,  probably  $20 
per  annum,  and  for  fire  hydrants,  $40  per  annum.  Such  charges 
would  afford  ample  revenues  for  operating  the  Veedersburg  plant, 
maintain  at  least  a  10-cent  electric  rate  and  the  present  water 
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rates^  permit  a  depreciation  fund  to  be  created,  and  discharge 
the  annual  $500-bond  maturity  obligations  for  which  a  tax  of 
2  per  cent  is  now  being  levied.  The  considerations  of  these 
matters,  which  are  herein  offered  only  as  suggestions  for  thought, 
should  be  taken  up  by  the  city  of  Veedersburg. 

A  question  also  arises  as  to  the  exact  justice  of  levying  on  the 
patrons  of  the  electric  energy  all  of  the  increased  cost  of  operation 
of  the  combined  water  and  electric  plant.  This  will  not  be  per- 
mitted except  for  a  limited  period,  and  only  because  an  emergency 
that  should  be  met  at  once  exists. 

The  Public  Service  Commission,  being  duly  advised,  and  rec- 
ognizing the  fact  that,  before  radical  changes  in  the  conduct  of 
the  municipal  plant  are  made,  changes  in  local  tax  conditions 
will  be  necessary,  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  prayer  of  the  petition- 
er should  be  granted  for  a  temporary  period,  and  it  will  be  so 
ordered. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  by  the  Public  Service  Commission  of 
Indiana  that  petitioner  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  granted  au- 
thority to  suspend  as  of  April  1,  1918,  for  a  period  not  to  exceed 
one  year,  the  existing  10  cent  per  kw.  hr.  charge  for  electric 
current,  and  the  50  cent  per  month  per  meter  minimum  charge. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  petitioner  be  and  the  same  is  hereby 
authorized  to  substitute  for  the  said  suspended  rate  and  minimum 
charge,  as  of  April  1,  1918,  and  until  further  order  of  the  Com- 
mission, but  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  oije  year,  a  rate  of  12^ 
cents  per  kw.  hr.  for  electric  energy,  and  $1  per  month  per  meter 
minimum  charge. 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  before  putting  such  rate  into  effect, 
petitioner  shall  file  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  its  rates 
and  charges,  and  post  same,  in  conformity  with  the  statutes,  in  its 
offices. 

It  is  further  and  specifically  ordered  that  petitioner  conform 
at  once  with  those  sections  of  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Com- 
mission Law  requiring  annual  reports,  and  file  such  annual  re- 
ports covering  the  years  1916  and  1917. 
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BE  J.  B.  COVER  &  COMPANY  et  al. 

[P.  S.  C.  2060.] 

Service  —  Railroads  ^  Spur  tracTc  —  Improvements. 

1.  A  spur  track  serving  a  number  of  business  houses,  which  wu 
built  under  legislative  authority  that  provided  that  it  should  be  sub- 
ject to  the  general  railroad  laws  and  that  freight  rates  upon  it  should 
be  regulated,  and  which  has  been  maintained  by  the  railroad  company, 
is  a  public  track,  and  not  a  private  sidetrack,  and  therefore  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  improvements  af- 
fecting service. 

Discrimination  —  Service  ^  Improvem,ent  of  spur  track, 

2.  Requiring  a  railroad  to  widen  curves  in  a  particular  spur  track 
to  permit  the  movement  of  40-foot  cars  for  the  benefit  of  patrons  en- 
titled to  service  upon  it  does  not  create  a  diserimination  against  other 
shippers  upon  similar  tracks. 

Service  —  Railroads  -<-  Im^provement  of  spur  track  ^  Financial  ahUit^ 
of  company  —  War  conditions, 

3.  A  railroad  company  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and  whose  facili- 
ties are  inadequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  publie,  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  reconstruct  a  spur  track  to  permit  the  movement  of  larger 
cars  for  the  benefit  of  a  limited  number  of  shippers,  especially  under 
war-time  conditions,  when  it  is  difiicult  to  obtain  capital  and  neces- 
sary materials  for  construction  purposes,  since  the  resources  of  the 
company  should  be  conserved  primarily  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  general 
public. 

[February  9,  1018.] 

Complaint  of  J.  B.  "Cover  &  Company  and  others  concerning 
conditions  on  branch  track  known  as  the  Kittredge  track  on  the 

■ 

Boston  &  Maine  Bailroad  in  Lowell;  ordered  that  petition  be 
placed  on  file. 

By  the  Commission :  This  is  a  complaint  of  certain  patrons 
whose  places  of  business  are  located  upon  the  Kittredge  track, 
so-called,  a  spur  track  of  the  Boston  &  Lowell  Bailroad  line  of  the 
Boston  &  Maine  system  in  the  city  of  Lowell,  ailing  that  said 
track  is  a  public  track  or  branch  of  the  Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad 
lines  which  are  leased  to  the  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad,  and  that 
tlie  service  rendered  and  facilities  provided  for  the  delivery  of 
freight  to  consignees  upon  said  track  are  inadequate  and  insuffi- 
cient. 
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The  Kittredge  track^  so-called,  extends  from  the  line  of  the 
Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad  at  Button  street,  across  the  Merrimack 
canal,  upon  a  wooden  bridge,  through  a  private  way  to  and  across 
Shattuek  street  and  through  a  passageway  or  alley  parallel  to 
and  about  midway  between  Market  and  Middle  streets.  At  the 
lower  end  of  this  alley  is  another  passageway,  16  feet  wide,  lead- 
ing into  Market  street  and  open  to  public  travel.  Market  and 
Middle  streets,  betw^een  which  the  sidetrack  is  laid,  are  business 
streets  upon  which  are  located  business  houses  of  the  petitioners 
and  others.  The  petitioners  are  almost  all  wholesale  dealers  in 
grain,  fruits,  provisions,  or  foodstuffs.  The  passageway  through 
which  the  track  is  laid  is  16  feet  wide  for  a  little  more  than  half 
its  length  and  then  widens  to  20  feet  at  its  lower  end.  !N^early 
2,000  cars  are  annually  set  upon  the  track. 

Whore  the  track  leaves  the  main  line  at  Button  street  and 
crosses  the  Merrimack  canal,  the  short  radius  of  the  curve  upon 
which  it  is  laid  makes  it  practically  impossible  to  move  cars  ex- 
ceeding 38  feet  in  length,  and  cars  exceeding  36  feet  in  length 
are  not  ordinarily  placed  upon  it.  The  complainants  have  pre- 
sented evidence  that  a  considerable  portion  of  the  cars  consigned 
to  them  exceed  38  feet  in  length,  and  because  such  ears  cannot 
be  placed  upon  the  track  they  are  compelled  to  pay  the  cost  of 
transfer  or  team  their  shipments  from  the  main  freight  yards  of 
the  railroad  at  a  cost  of  from  $10  to  $15  a  car.  The  use  of  40- 
foot  cars  is  increasing,  and  there  was  evidence  that  the  complain- 
ants had  made  efforts  to  have  shipments  made  to  them  in  shorter 
cars,  but  without  success. 

[1]  The  complainants  aver  that  they  are  occasioned  great  ex- 
pense by  the  inability  of  the  railroad  to  place  the  larger  cars  at 
their  warehouses,  and  ask  that  the  railroad  be  required  to  widen 
the  curve  at  Button  street,  over  the  Merrimack  canal,  to  receive 
cars  exceeding  38  feet  in  length.  They  contend  that  the  track 
is  a  public  track,  and  not  a  private  sidetrack,  and  that  the  Com- 
mission has  jurisdiction  to  compel  a  change  in  the  location  of  the 
curve  to  improve  service. 

The  railroad  claims  that  the  track  is  not  a  public  track ;  that 
if  it  was  originally  a  public  track  it  has  ceased  to  be  such  from 
the  character  of  its  present  use;  and  urges  that,  if  it  is  held  to 
be  a  public  track,  and  the  Commission  takes  jurisdiction,  no 
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order  should  be  made,  because  a  discrimination  would  be  created 
against  the  patrons  upon  other  similar  tracks,  and  the  cost  of 
the  necessary  relocation  would  be  unjustifiable. 

The  Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad  Corporation  was  incorporated 
under  the  provisions  of  chapter  4  of  the  Acts  of  1830.  By  chap- 
ter 127  of  the  Acts  of  1856  it  was  authorized  to  build  the  track 
now  kno\\Ti  as  the  Kittredge  track.  In  the  act  the  track  is  re- 
ferred to  as  a  "branch  of  their  railroad ;"  in  operation  thereof 
the  railroad  is  to  be  subject  to  the  general  laws  relating  to  rail- 
roads, and  provision  is  made  for  the  regulation  of  freight  rates 
thereon.  In  1855  and  1856  landowners  abutting  upon  the  pas- 
sageway on  which  the  track  is  located  granted  to  the  railroad 
easements  in  the  passageway,  one  of  the  grantors  being  William 
Kittredge,  from  whom  the  track  takes  its  name.  These  grants 
conveyed  the  right  to  "lay  and  forever  maintain  and  use  one  or 
more  railroad  tracks"  over  such  parts  of  the  land  of  said  grantors 
within  the  bounds  described  as  shall  be  deemed  expedient,  and 
"also  to  connect  such  railroad  track  or  tracks  with  such  other 
railroad  track  or  tracks  of  the  said  Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad 
Corporation  as  they  may  likewise  deem  expedient."  On  October 
28,  1857,  the  railroad  filed  in  the  office  of  the  county  commis- 
sioners for  the  county  of  Middlesex  its  location  of  this  track, 
which  it  therein  described  as  a  *T>ranch  railroad  track."  The 
Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad  made  payment  of  damages  to  the 
Proprietors  of  Locks  and  Canals  for  injury  due  to  "building  this 
track  across  the  Merrimack  canal,  as  appears  from  a  deed  of  re- 
lease from  the  Proprietors  of  Locks  and  Canals  on  Merrimack 
river  to  the  Boston  &  Lowell  Railroad,  dated  November  14, 1857. 
The  use  of  steam  as  motive  power  upon  the  track  was  authorized 
by  chapter  113  of  the  Acts  of  1877.  The  railroad  has  maintained 
the  track,  including  the  bridge  over  the  canal,  since  it  was  laid 
and  constructed  in  1857.  When  the  track  was  laid  it  served  but 
few  shippers,  but  the  number  has  increased  untU  to-day  thirty- 
one  business  establishments  are  given  service  upon  it. 

Upon  these  facts,  which  are  undisputed  upon  the  record,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  this  is  a  public  track.  The 
authority  to  construct  the  track  was  expressly  given  by  the  legis- 
lature. Provision  was  made  in  the  act  that  it  should  be  subject 
to  general  railroad  laws  and  that  freight  rates  upon  it  should  be 
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regulated.  Easements  and  land  were  secured  and  a  location  filed 
with  the  coiintj  comissioners,  and  the  track  has  since  been  main- 
tained by  the  railroad.  It  is  significant  that  when  it  was  sought 
to  discontinue  a  similar  track  in  Moodj  street,  in  Lowell,  which 
was  originally  built  under  the  provisions  of  an  act  ahnost  identi- 
cal in  language  with  that  authorizing  the  Kittredge  track,  special 
legislation  was  secured  to  relieve  the  company  from  continuing 
to  maintain  it.  See  chapter  213  of  the  Acts  of  1891  and  also 
chapter  63  of  the  Acts  of  1893. 

The  contention  of  the  company  that  the  track  is  not  dedicated 
to  public  use  because  it  does  not  serve  the  public  generally  is 
untenable.  See  Ulmer  v.  Lime  Bock  R.  Co.  98  Me.  679,  66 
L.R.A.  387,  57  Atl.  1001,  and  cases  cited.  In  Ulmer  v.  Lime 
Rock  R.  Co.  the  building  of  a  branch  track  to  serve  certain 
quarries,  a  portion  of  said  track  to  be  subject  to  general  laws,  was 
held  to  be  a  public  use,  and  land  for  such  purpose  might  be  taken 
by  eminent  domain.  In  State,  De  Camp,  Prosecutor,  v.  Hibemia 
Underground  R.  Co.  47  N.  J.  L.  43,  the  court  said:  "This 
enterprise  does  not  lose  the  character  of  a  public  use  because  of 
the  fact  that  the  projected  railroad  is  not  a  thoroughfare  and  that 
its  use  may  be  limited  by  circumstances  to  a  comparatively  small 
part  of  the  public.  Every  one  of  the  public  having  occasion  to 
send  materials,  implements,  or  machinery  for  mining  purposes 
into,  or  to  obtain  ores  from,  the  several  mining  tracks  adjacent 
to  the  location  of  this  road,  may  use  this  railroad  for  that  purpose 
and  of  right  may  require  the  company  to  serve  him  in  that  re- 
spect ;  and  that  is  the  test  which  determines  whether  the  use  is 
public.'^  In  the  case  before  us  the  track  was  built  by  an  act  of  the 
I^slature,  held  subject  to  general  railroad  laws  and  maintained 
by  the  railroad,  and,  serving  but  two  or  three  shippers  when  laid, 
now  serves  thirty-one.  The  passageway  opening  into  Market 
street  presents  possibilities  of  greater  and  more  general  use. 

[2]  Having  found  that  the  track  is  a  public  track,  there  can 
be  little  question  that  the  facilities  provided  are  inadequate  to 
meet  the  needs  of  patrons  now  entitled  to  service  upon  it.  The 
petitioners  are  occasioned  great  trouble  and  inconvenience  by  the 
inability  of  the  railroad  to  place  40-foot  cars  upon  the  track ;  and 
the  increasing  use  of  these  cars  in  the  shipment  of  grain,  pro- 
visions, and  foodstuffs  can  but  add  to  the  difficulties.    The  claim 
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of  th^  railroad,  that  to  require  the  widening  of  the  curve  would 
create  a  discrimination  against  shippers  upon  similar  tracks^  it 
seems  unnecessary  to  consider.  If  such  a  contenticm  were  ten- 
able, the'  Commission  would  be  compelled  to  deny^  in  every  case, 
petitions  for  improvements  of  facilities,  because,  forsooth,  re- 
spondents might  be  able  to  point  to  what  would  seem  to  be  other 
instances  of  inadequacy  of  facilities  or  insufficiency  of  service. 

[3]  If  the  Boston  &  Maine  Railroad  were  a  company  m  a 
reasonably  prosperous  condition,  providing,  in  general,  adequate 
facilities  and  good  service,  the  Commission  would  have  little 
difficulty  in  arriving  at  the  conclusion  that  an  order  ought  to 
be  issued  directing  the  company  to  relocate  and  widen  the  curve 
in  the  so-called  Kittredge  track.  The  fact  is,  however,  that  the 
company  has  for  some  time  been  in  the  hands  of  a  receiver,  and 
that  its  facilities  are  in  many  respects  inadequate  to  meet  the 
needs  of  the  general  public,  and  not  well  adapted  for  the  most 
efficient  service.  Under  present  war-time  conditions,  also^  even 
prosperous  companies  have  difficulty  in  obtaining  capital  and 
still  greater  difficulty  in  securing  the  materials  necessary  for  con- 
struction purposes.  This  being  the  situation,  it  seems  to  the 
Commission  that  the  resources  of  the  company  ought  to  be  con- 
served primarily  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  general  public,  and 
that  the  Commission  would  not  be  justified  at  this  time  in  re- 
quiring it  to  expend  funds,  even  if  the  amount  involved  were 
relatively  small,  for  the  sake  of  improving  facilities  where  at 
best  but  a  limited  number  of  individuals  would  be  benefited.  It 
is  also  true  that  the  business  concerns  fortunate  enou^  to  have 
locations  upon  it  are  receiving,  even  under  present  conditions, 
service  superior  to  that  which  is  generally  furnished  shippers  wha 
receive  freight  upon  public  delivery  tracks,  and  equivalent  to  the 
service  furnished  upon  many  private  sidetracks  where  the  right 
of  way  and  cost  of  construction  are  met  by  the  shippers. 

Under  the  circumstances,  therefore,  the  petition  will  be  placed 
upon  file  with  the  understanding  that,  upon  application  of  the 
petitioners,  the  matter  will  be  taken  up  for  further  action  when 
conditions  may  better  justify  an  order  of  the  nature  desired. 

Commissioner  Stone  dissenting :    I  do  not  wholly  concur  with 

the  majority  opinion  in  this  matter,  for  the  following  reasons: 
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As  I  understand  the  history  of  the  Kittredge  track,  it  was 
originally  btiilt  to  serve  a  coal  yard  that  was  located  at  the  ex- 
treme easterly  end  of  this  track,  belonging  to  one  Kittredge.  In 
order  to  get  a  track  to  this  coal  yard,  it  was  necessary  to  acquire 
a  right  of  way  over  various  pieces  of  property  belonging  to  sev- 
eral different  owners^  or  in  which  they  had  rights.  This  was 
acquired  and  the  track  built  under  legislative  authority ;  but  since 
that  time  the  property  abutting  the  location  of  this  Kittredge 
track  has  become  very  desirable  for  business  purposes  by  reason 
of  the  facilities  afforded  by  same,  and  many  shippers  are  now 
located  on  it.  In  view  of  the  circumstances  connected  with  the 
building  of  this  track,  notwithstanding  it  is  not  available  to  the 
general  public  for  the  loading  and  unloading  of  freight,  I  am 
inclined  to  concur  with  my  associates  that  technically,  at  least, 
it  is  a  public  track,  but  so  far  as  its  operation  and  use  are  con- 
cerned, it  is,  to  all  practical  purposes,  a  private  sidetrack,  inas- 
much as  parties  located  upon  it  have  all  the  advantages  that  go 
with  a  private  sidetrack,  with  the  one  exception  that  they  pay 
nothing  for  them. 

It  is  the  universal  practice  of  railroads  operating  in  this  com- 
monwealth to  require  shippers  located  thereon,  who  desire  side- 
track privileges,  to  pay  not  only  for  their  construction,  but  also 
for  tlieir  maintenance.  This  is  on  the  theory  that  the  shipper 
derives  an  advantage  by  reason  of  his  ability  to  have  cars  placed 
on  his  track  at  a  point  which  is  convenient  and  less  expensive  for 
tim  to  load  and  unload,  and  that  as  he  receives  these  benefits  he 
dhould  pay  for  them.  In  fact  one  shipper  located  on  the  track 
under  consideration  testified  that  it  cost  him  at  least  $20  a  car 
to  haul  his  freight  from  the  general  delivery  track  to  his  place 
of  business. 

If  this  is  a  public  track,  I  know  of  no  other  public  track  at 
which  the  railroad  company  spots  cars  for  shippers  located  along- 
side to  load  and  unload.  If  it  is  a  private  track,  then  the  shippers 
located  thereon  are  receiving  an  advantage  free,  for  which  others 
Are  required  to  pay. 

Section  201  of  part  2,  chapter  463  of  the  Acts  of  1906,  reads 
•as  follows:  *^A  railroad  corporation  shall  not,  in  its  charges 
for  the  transportation  of  freight  or  in  the  conduct  of  its  freight 
l)usiness,  make  or  give  any  undue  or  unreasonable  preference 
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or  advantage  to  or  in  favor  of  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation, 
nor  subject  any  person,  firm,  or  corporation  to  any  undue  or  un- 
reasonable prejudice  or  disadvantage." 

While  there  may  be  some  excuse  for  the  situation  that  exists 
to-day  in  regard  to  shippers  located  on  this  track,  by  reason  of 
the  laws  as  they  were  wh^i  it  was  built,  and  as  they  continued 
to  be  for  some  time  thereafter  when  these  conditions  largely 
developed,  I  do  not  believe  that  this  Commission  is  justified, 
under  the  law  and  present-day  practices,  in  ordering  the  Boston 
&  Maine  Bailroad  to  provide  a  new  location  and  rebuild  this 
track  upon  the  same,  at  its  own  expense,  in  order  that  shippers 
located  thereon  may  have  advantages  without  payment  therefor 
not  afforded  to  others  similarly  situated. 

Note. — Railroad  service. 

Jurisdiction  of  Contniissiofu 

The  Indiana  Commission  has  authority  to  require  a  railroad  to 
keep  its  road  and  equipment  in  proper  condition  and  repair,  and  to 
require  proper  train  service  and  accommodations.  Weber  v.  Sonken, 
No.  3411,  Nov.  23,  1917. 

The  consent  of  the  Colorado  Commission  must  be  secured  before 
a  railroad  company  can  abandon  service  and  scrap  its  property.  Be 
Denver,  B.  &  W.  K.  Co.  Decision  No.  149,  Application  No.  12,  Dec. 

26,  1917. 

In  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  v.  State,  L.R.A.— ,  — ,  P.U.R. 
1918A,  587,  (1917)  —  Okla.  — ,  168  Pac.  239,  the  supreme  court 
of  Oklahoma  held  that  th^  Corporation  Commission  may,  where  such 
order  would  be  just  and  reasonable,  prescribe  the  kind  of  material  to 
be  used  in  the  construction  of  a  depot  to  be  erected  by  a  railway 
company. 

The  New  York  Commission,  Second  District,  has  no  authority  to 
relieve  carriers  from  the  necessity  of  furnishing  grain  doors  or 
bulkheads  for  cars  used  in  transporting  grain  or  produce  in  bulk. 
Re  Practices  of  Railroads,  Case  No.  6910,  Nov.  1,  1917. 

In  Re  Staten  Island  Sapid  Transit  R.  Co.  Case  No.  2230,  Sept. 

27,  1917,  the  New  York  Commission  for  the  First  District  said  that, 
while  the  Public  Service  Commissions  Law  did  not  require  railroad 
companies  to  file  for  approval  their  operating  schedules  or  time- 
tables, nevertheless  the  practice  of  submitting  both  schedules  to  the 
Commission  for  its  approval  in  advance  of  the  effective  date  was  to 

be  commended  and  approved* 
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Abandonment, 

A  solvent  railroad  company  may  not  abandon  an  unprofitable  por- 
tion of  its  road  except  with  the  consent  of  the  state.  Southern  E. 
Co.  V.  Hatchett  (1917)  174  Ky^  463,  L.E.A.1917D,  1105,  192  S. 
W.  694, 

A  railroad  may  be  permitted  to  abandon  a  portion  of  its  road, 
which  has  been  operated  several  years  at  a  loss,  which  cannot  be  put 
upon  an  earning  basis,  and  which  is  unsafe,  where  the  continued 
operation,  which  is  of  little  public  necessity,  will  accumulate  a  deficit 
on  the  entire  system  the  continued  operation  of  which  is  of  great 
public  necessity.  Ee  Dayton,  S.  &  X.  S.  B.  Co.  (Ohio)  No.  1220, 
Nov.  27, 1917. 

Permission  will  not  be  granted  to  a  railroad  company  to  withdraw 
from  public  service,  until  a  fair  trial  of  a  schedule  of  increased  rates 
has  demonstrated  that  the  increased  revenue  derived  therefrom  is 
not  sufficient  to  meet  the  operating  expense.  Ee  Denver,  B.  &  W. 
B.  Co.  (Colo.)  Decision  No.  149,  Application  No.  12,  Dec.  26,  1917. 

In  Be  Crystal  Biver  &  S.  J.  B.  Co.  Application  No.  5,  Oct.  27, 
1917,  the  Colorado  Commission  held  that  the  rule  operative  within 
the  state,  that  before  a  public  utility  will  be  permitted  to  withdraw 
entirely  from  a  public  service,  it  must  first  show  that,  after  a  fair 
trial  of  its  property,  it  is  unable  to  earn  its  legitimate  operating  ex- 
penses and  that  an  increase  of  rates  commensurate  ^ath  the  value  of 
the  service  performed,  if  permitted  by  the  Commission,  will  not  in- 
crease the  revenues  of  such  public  utility  sufficiently  to  meet  legit- 
imate operating  expenses,  applies  to  a  temporary  abandonment  of 
service  as  well  as  to  permanent  abandonment. 

In  Ee  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  P.  E.  Co.  Decision  No.  147,  Application 
No.  9,  Dec.  15,  1917,  the  Colorado  Commission  said:  "Evidence 
tending  to  show  that  a  branch  line  is  not  at  the  time  paying  expenses 
does  not  in  itself  afford  a  good  reason  for  the  abandonment  of  such 
branch  line,  where  the  railroad  system  as  a  whole  is  being  operated 
at  a  profit.^' 

The  Indiana  Commission  will  not  require  the  purchaser  of  an  in- 
solvent railroad  which  has  been  operated  for  several  years  by  a 
receiver  to  operate  the  same,  although  its  abandonment  will  cause 
loss  and  inconvenience  to  its  patrons.  Weber  v.  Sonken,  No.  3411, 
Nov.  23,  1917. 

Passenger  train  service, 

A  municipality's  application  for  additional  train  service  miist  be 
considered  with  reference  to  the  existing  facts  and  circumstances, 
such  as  the  available  electric  railway  service,  and  the  present  loca- 
tion of  the  tracks  and  station,  and  the  additional  expense  of  operat- 
ing trains  from  the  new  tracks  into  the  town;  and  no  consideration 
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can  be  given  to  the  character  of  the  service  formerly  rendered  when 
the  tracks  and  station  were  located  within  the  limits  of  the  munic- 
ipality. Factory ville  v.  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  (Pa.)  Complaint 
Docket  No.  883,  Aug.  28,  1917. 

In  passing  upon  a  municipality^  application  for  additional  train 
service  which  would  require  the  operation  of  trains  between  a  new 
station  outside  the  town  and  the  old  station  within  the  municipal 
limits,  no  consideration  can  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  highway 
between  the  town  and  the  new  station  is  poorly  maintained,  since  the 
local  authorities  are  required  to  maintain  the  highway  in  proper 
condition.  Factory  ville  v.  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  B.  Co.  (Pa.)  Com- 
plaint Docket  No.  883,  Aug.  28,  1917. 

In  Wamook  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  Docket  A-1654,  Sept.  22, 
1917,  in  dismissing  a  complaint  demanding  additional  passenger 
service  between  Belle  Plaine  and  Consol,  the  Iowa  Commission  said: 
"Practically  all  State  Railroad  Commissions  are  co-operating  with 
tlie  National  Council  of  Defense,  with  special  reference  to  the  Rail- 
road War  Board,  in  making  no. orders  requiring  railroad  companiea 
to  expend  labor  or  money  unless  the  public  welfare  absolute^  re- 
quires it,  or  to  make  orders  requiring  additional  train  service  wher- 
ever it  may  be  possible  to  transact  the  necessary  business  on  the 
present  schedule." 

Delay  in  starting  trains  on  time  is  not  excused  by  illness  of  the 
regular  train  despatcher,  since  the  company  should  provide  a  sub- 
stitute to  be  ready  at  any  time  to  take  the  latter's  place.  Re  Train 
No.  617  (N.  J.)  April  28,  1917. 

In  Re  Train  No.  617,  April  28,  1917,  the  New  Jersey  Commission, 
in  requiring  the  New  Jersey  and  New  York  Division  to  file  a  state- 
ment showing  any  delays  of  five  of  more  minutes  of  passenger  trains 
between  certain  points,  stated  that,  if  the  respondent  could  not  oper- 
ate trains  on  a  single  track  with  reasonable  closeness  to  its  time 
schedule,  it  might  be  necessary  to  order  it  to  provide  a  double-track 
svstem. 

Re  Investigation  as  to  Drinking  Cups,  Nov.  24,  1917,  it  was  held 
that  §  1416-13m  of  the  Wisconsin  statute,  providing  that  "no  railroad 
car  in  which  any  passenger  is  permitted  to  ride  for  more  than  10 
miles  of  continuous  passage  in  any  one  general  direction  shall  be 
operated  unless  there  is  provided  for  every  passenger  therein  at  all 
times  during  such  operation,  opportunity  to  obtain  a  paper  drinking 
cup  not  theretofore  used  by  any  person,  free  of  charge,"  should  be 
complied  with  by  putting  in  a  prominent  place,  so  that  it  could  be 
easily  and  readily  seen  and  read,  a  sign  stating  that  individual  drink- 
ing cups  may  be  obtained  by  application  to  any  member  of  the  train 
crew,  such  sign  to  contain  a  statement  that  the  sign  should  be  per- 
manent and  painted  on  the  cooler  or  on  the  woodwork  near  it  in  a 
conspicuous  place,  or  placed  in  a  frame  securelv  fastened  to  the 

P.U.R.1918C. 


ANNOTATION.  613 

woodwork  in  a  conspicuous  place.  The  CommiBsion-  said  that,  if 
the  carriers  employing  the  vending  machines  object  to  placing  such 
permanent  signs,  they  would  be  required  to  have,  free  drinking  cups 
in  open  receptacles. 

Adequate  service  requires  that  a  railroad  company  furnish  fair 
reading  light  for  its  passenger  trains,  and  a  period  of  a  year,  in- 
stead of  one  of  from  twenty-five  to  thirty  months,  is  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  changing  from  old  style  lamps  to  new.  Re  Train 
No.'  617  (N.  J.)  April  28,  1917. 

Freight  train  and  oar  service. 

A  railroad  company  operating  on  the  tracks  of  another  company 
under  a  trackage  agreement  cannot  be  required  to  furnish  cars  to  a 
shipper  located  on  the  tracks  of  the  owning  company  if  the  rendition 
of  such  service  would  be  in  violation  of  a  restriction  contained  in 
the  agreement,  since  the  duties  of  such  a  company  are  not  the  gen- 
eral duties  of  a  common  carrier  operating  on  its  own  road.  Kanawha 
&  M.  R.  Co.  V.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (1917)  —  Ohio  St  — , 
117  X.  B.  353. 

Section  8983,  Ohio  General  Code,  does  not  apply  where  one  rail- 
road company,  under  an  agreement  the  object  of  which  is  to  enable 
it  to  connect  disconected  portions  of  its  railroad  and  to  form  a  con- 
tinuous line  to  and  from  points  on  its  railroad,  is  operating  on  the 
railroad  of  another  railroad  company,  and  by  the  terms  of  such  agree- 
ment the  owning  company  does  not  attempt  to  narrow  its  own  obli- 
gations to  the  public,  or  relieve  itself  of  any  duties  imposed  upon  it 
bv  law.    Ibid. 

Although  it  is  the  duty  of  a  carrier  to  furnish  the  material  for 
grain  doors  and  bulkheads  for  cars  used  in  the  transportation  of 
grain  and  produce  in  bulk  when  practicable  to  do  so,  and  to  make 
an  allowance  therefor  where  the  shipper  furnishes  the  lumber  or 
doors,  it  must  be  left  to  the  carrier  to  determine  when  it  is  practicable 
to  provide  the  lumber,  subject  to  complaint  and  investigation  by 
the  Commission  in  particular  cases.  Re  Practices  of  Railroads  (N. 
T.  Ist  Dist.)  Case  No.  6910,  Nov.  1,  1917. 

station  facUities, 

While  it  is  prerogative  of  a  railway  company,  about  to  acquire 
right  of  way  and  station  grounds  and  to  construct  a  line  of  railroad, 
to  establish  all  stations  on  its  line  in  the  first  instance,  this  does  not, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  South  Dakota  Commission,  furnish  any  valid 
or  sufficient  reason  why  stations  should  not  be  located  at  other  points 
along  said  line  of  railway  in  proper  cases.  Fulker  v.  Chicago,  M. 
&  St.  P.  R.  Co.  F-188,  Aug.  18,  1917. 

In  Hasbrouck  Heights  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  J.)  Jan.  15,  1918,  a 
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petition  for  a  new  station  at  Williame  avenue  in  Hasbrouek  Heights 
was  denied;  it  appearing  that  the  railroad  company  is  required  by 
war  conditions  to  strain  every  nerve  to  meet  the  demands  made  upon 
it;  and  if  it  were  not  necessary,  in  the  broad  public  interest,  to  con- 
serve resources,  an  order  would  be  made  requiring  the  construction 
of  a  suitable  building. 

In  Re  Bangor  &  A.  B.  Co.  (Me.)  F.  C.  140,  Jan.  7,  1918,  order 
requiring  said  carrier  to  within  fifteen  days  submit  a  plan  by  which 
it  will  be  able  to  render  service  to  the  inhabitants  of  Prospect  with 
the  station  there  closed ;  the  Commission  determined  that  if  suitable 
arrangements  for  patrons  could  be  made  it  would  not  require  the 
reopening  of  the  station,  since,  in  view  of  the  war  conditions  causing 
a  labor  shortage,  its  discontinuance  would  be  reasonable. 

The  mere  fact  that  the  distance  between  two  stations  is  greater 
than  the  distance  between  most  stations  on  a  railroad  does  not  of 
itself  show  a  demand  for  additional  station  facilities,  because,  in- 
dependent of  the  distance  between  stations,  consideration  must  be 
given  at  all  times  to  the  wants  of  the  community  to  be  served. 
Laddey  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  (N.  J.)  March  11,  1918. 

The  South  Dakota  Commission  will  not  approve  of  the  erection  of 
a  railroad  passenger  station  in  close  proximity  to  a  stockyard.  Ver- 
million V.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Order  P-198,  Dec. 
6,1917. 

A  railroad  company  should  provide  a  waybill  box  in  which  a 
shipper  may  deposit  freight  billings,  and  freight  crews  should  pick 
up  shipments  and  bills,  at  nonagency  stations,  without  the  necessity 
of  shippers  appearing  in  person.  Perkins  v.  Arizona  E.  R.  Co. 
(Ariz.)  Docket  No.  442,  Dec.  19, 1917. 

In  Laddey  v.  Erie  R.  Co.  March  11,  1918,  in  refusing  an  applica- 
tion for  a  flag-station  stop  on  the  Erie  Railroad  at  Cedar  G):ove,  the 
New  Jersey  Commission  said :  "This  country  is  engaged  in  carrying 
on  an  important  war,  and  as  a  result  utilities  (especially  railroads) 
have  been  taxed  to  their  utmost  capacities.  It  is  a  matter  of  common 
knowledge  that  the  railroads  have  been  obliged  for  some  months 
past  to  devote  all  their  energies  to  co-operation  with  governmental 
agencies,  in  order  to  aid  it  in  successfully  carrying  on  the  war.  So 
great  has  been  the  demand  for  railroads  to  work  as  a  unit  in  the 
furtherance  of  war  activities,  that  they  have  been  taken  over  by  the 
United  States  through  legislative  enactments  and  placed  under  the 
supervision  of  a  director  general.  Under  these  circumstances,  the 
Board  feels  that  all  must  patriotically  join  in  making  sacrifices  of 
their  personal  convenience  for  the  benefit  of  the  many,  and  tliat  it 
should  not,  during  the  present  abnormal  period,  order  a  re-establish- 
ment of  a  station  which  has  been  abandoned  for  fourteen  years." 
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FHysical  connection* 

A  physical  connection  between  a  steam  railroad  line  and  an  elec- 
tric interurban  line,  in  an  important  city,  for  interchange  of  freight, 
both  being  engaged  in  handling  freight  in  carload  lots,  was  ordered 
upon  application  of  the  latter,  where  no  practicable  difficulty,  phys- 
ical impediment,  or  danger  to  equipment  existed  or  would  result 
from  the  connection.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  B.  Co.  v.  New  York 
C.  B.  Co.  (Ind.)  No.  2930,  Dec.  14, 1917. 


MASSACHUSETTS  PUBIjIC  SERVIGE  COMMISSION. 

BE  SPBINGPIELD  STBEET  BAILWAY  COMPANY. 

[P.  8.  C.  I860.] 

Mteium  —  Basis  of  estimating  —  Bates. 

1.  The  return  to  which  an  electric  railway  company  was  entitled, 
was  estimated  by  taking  the  actual  interest  paid  in  a  specified  year 
upon  bonds  and  floating  indebtedness,  and  computing,  in  addition,  a  re- 
turn of  6  per  cent  upon  the  total  par  value  of  outstanding  stock,  plus 
all  premiums  paid  thereon. 

Betum  —  Contingencies  —  Allowance  for, 

2.  An  allowance  of  1  per  cent  on  the  gross  receipts  of  an  electric 
railway  company  for  contingencies  is  not  unreasonable  in  estimating 
its  revenue  requirements  in  a  rate  proceeding. 

Depreciation  —  Annual  allowance  —  Computation  —  Percentage. 

3.  The  property  of  one  street  railway  company  is  not  so  similar  to 
that  of  another  that  a  uniform  percentage  of  depreciation  can  safely 
be  applied,  in  the  absence  of  a  special  investigation,  in  estimating  the 
annual  amount  to  be  set  aside  for  that  purpose. 

Betum  —  Electric  railufay  —  Bconomies  «-  Wage  basis, 

4.  An  hourly  basis  of  payment  of  wages  of  electric  railway  em- 
ployees is  preferable  to  a  day  basis,  since  it  results  in  a  closer  adjust- 
ment of  compensation  to  actual  work  performed. 

Betum  —  Method  of  increasing  —  Economies  in  operation  —  Better^^ 
ing  traffic  conditions, 

6.  In  order  that  a  street  railway  company  may  operate  econom- 
ically, the  parking  of  automobiles  on  the  street  in  congested  territory 
should  be  prohibited,  traffic  regulations  should  be  adjusted  and  enforced 
in  every  feasible  way,  provisions  should  be  made  for  safety  zones  and 
multiple-berth  stops,  and  railway  ofllcials  should  be  stationed  at  the 
worst  points  to  help  the  city  traffic  officers  and  accelerate  the  loading 
and  unloading  of  cars. 

Betum  —  Street  railtoays  —  Economy  of  operation  —  EUnUnation  of 
stops, 

6.  The  elimination  of  stops  on  a  street  railway  not  only  expedites 
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service  and  enables  cars  to  perform  more  work  in  a  given  time,  and 
passengers  to  travel  more  rapidly  to  destination,  but  saves  power  and 
fuel  as  welL 

Return  —  Street  railtiHiys  —  EcononUes  of  operation  —  Instruction  of 
fnotornien. 

7.  !Motormen  should  be  instructed  in  the  proper  use  of  the  con- 
troller for  the  purpose  of  saving  power  by  coasting  and  more  rapid  ac- 
celeration and  braking  in  order  to  secure  economy  of  operation. 

Return  —  Street  railtcay  —  Econotny  of  operation  —  Short-line  car, 

8.  The  operation  of  "short-line"  cars  is  an  important  method  of 
economizing  and  adjusting  service  to  traffic  needs. 

Rates  —  Street  ralluHiy  —  Ihroper  zone  system, 

0.  A  proper  zone  system  on  the  basis  of  a  straight  rate  of  2  cents 
per  mile,  with  a  minimum  charge  of  6  cents  for  any  ride  covering  more 
Uian  three  zones,  was  recommended  as  a  basis  of  producing  increased 
revenue  for  a  street  railway  company  in  two  outlying  divisions,  in  pref- 
erence to  the  method  proposed  by  the  company  of  raising  existing  zone 
fares  from  5  to  6  cents  and  abolishing  overlaps;  except  in  the  case  of  a 
specified  town,  which  was  held  entitled  to  a  uniform  fare,  with  trans- 
fer privileges. 

Rates  —  Street  railway  —  Zone  systen^  —  Effect  on  real  estate, 

10.  The  owners  of  suburban  real  estate  have  no  reasonable  ground 
for  complaint  that  the  introduction  of  a  zone  system,  if  otherwise  fair, 
will  be  prejudicial  to  land  values;  since  such  owners  have  profited  by 
the  unearned  increment  caused  by  the  extension  of  the  street  car  lines. 

Rates  —  Street  railway  —  Separation  of  original  5-ceitt  territory  into 
zones, 

11.  The  establishment  of  a  suitable  zone  system  in  an  extended  ter- 
ritory covered  by  a  single  5-cent  fare,  rather  than  the  increase  of  the 
fare  for  the  entire  territory  to  6  cents,  was  reconunended  as  a  method 
of  producing  increased  revenue  for  a  street  railway  company. 

[March  30,  1918.] 

Notice  of  proposed  increase  in  rates  of  fare  upon  street  rail- 
ways; increase  granted  upon  basis  recommended  by  the  Commis- 
sion. The  revised  estimate  of  additional  revenue  required  was 
made  on  a  basis  of  6  per  cent  on  the  total  amount  of  cash  invested 
in  stock  or  an  equivalent  of  about  7.1  per  cent  on*  par. 

Appearances:  Bentley  W.  Warren,  Clark  V.  Wood,  for 
Springfield  Street  Railway  Company;  Charles  H.  Beckwith  for 
city  of  Springfield;  John  C.  Robinson  for  Springfield  Board  of 
Trade ;  Thomas  W.  Kenefick  for  towns  of  Palmer,  Monson,  and 
Brimfield ;  E.  A.  McClintock  for  town  of  West  Springfield ;  D.  J. 
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Coakley,  M.  B.  Houlihan,  E.  A,  McClintock  for  city  of  Chico- 
pee ;  Leonard  F.  Hardy  for  towns  of  Longmeadow,  Russell,  and 
Huntington ;  William  V.  Baldwin  for  town  of  Wilbraham ;  C.  L. 
Cooley  for  East  Longmeadow  and  Hampden ;  Gardner  &  Gardner 
for  town  of  Ludlow ;  Arthus  S.  Kneil  for  town  of  Westfield ;  Scott 
Adams  for  town  of  Agawam ;  and  George  D.  Storrs  for  town  of 
Ware. 

By  the  Commission:  On  August  1,  1917,  the  Springfield 
Street  Railway  Company  notified  the  Commission  of  a  proposed 
increase  in  passenger  fares  to  take  effect  September  1,  1917, 
Pending  investigation,  the  new  schedule  was  suspended  until  No- 
rember  1,  1917,  and  by  subsequent  orders  to  April  1,  1918 
Several  public  hearings  were  held,  final  arguments  being  conclud- 
ed on  January  5,  1918. 

The  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  owns  and  operates 
187.5  miles  of  track.  It  is  not  wholly  a  city  system,  as  its  name 
might  imply,  for  it  also  operates  interurban  and  rural  lines.  The 
Springfield  division  takes  in  all  of  that  city  and  the  adjacent 
area  within  the  present  5-cent  fare  limits,  including  lines  in  the 
city  of  Chicopee.  The  Westfield  division  connects  at  West 
Springfield,  its  main  line  extending  through  Westfield  and  Rus- 
rell  into  Huntington.  It  includes  the  local  lines  in  Westfield. 
The  Palmer  division  connects  on  the  east  at  Indian  Orchard  and 
takes  in  the  local  lines  in  Palmer,  Monson,  and  Ware,  its  main 
line  extending  through  Wilbraham  and  Palmer  into  Brimficld. 
The  distance  by  rail  from  the  western  terminus  in  Huntington 
to  the  eastern  in  Brimfield  is  about  50  miles.  In  connection  witli 
the  Holyoke  Street  Railway  Company,  interurban  service  is  fur- 
nished between  Springfield  and  Holyoke  and  between  Westfield 
and  Holyoke;  in  connection  with  the  Hartford  and  Springfield 
Street  Railway  Company,  between  Springfield  and  Hartford  on 
both  sides  of  the  Connecticut  river;  and  in  connection  with  the 
Worcester  Consolidated  Street  Railway  Company,  between 
Springfield  and  Worcester.  The  following  table  shows  the  mile- 
age in  each  division  and  in  the  various  cities  and  towns  served^ 
also  the  population  at  successive  periods: 
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Springfield  Division: 

Agawam 

Chicopee  .. .  ^ 

East  Longmeadow 

Longmcadow 

Ludlow 

Springfield 

West  Springfield  . 

Total    

Westfteld  Division: 

Huntington  

Russell  

Westfield  

Total    

Palmer  Division: 

Brimfield   

Monson    

Palmer 

Ware 

Wilbraham   

Total    

Grand  total    . . 


Miles  of 
Track. 


10.97 

10.91 

2.28 

6.13 

.85 

60.43 

23.50 


116.07 

1.18 

6.80 

19.98 


27.96 

10.15 
8.19 

16.80 
3.61 
5.72 


44.47 
187.50 


Population. 


1900. 


1905. 


2,536 

19,167 
1,1871 
811, 
3,536' 

62,059' 
7,105. 


1910. 


1916. 


2,796 

20,191 

1,327! 

964 

3,881' 

73,540 
8,101 


3^01 
25,401 
1,553 
1,084 
4,948 
88,926 
9,224 


96,401 

1,475 

793 

12,310 


110,799      134,637 


14,578 

941 
3,402 
7,801 
8,263 
1,595 


1,451 

1,053 

13,611 


22,002 
132,981 


16,115 

894 
4,344 
7,755 
8,594 
1,708 

23,295 
150,209 


1,473 

965 

16,044 


18,482 

866 

4,758 
8,610 
8,774 
2,332 


25,340 
178,459 


4,656 

30,138 

1,939 

1,782 

6,251 

102,971 

11,339 


158,976 

1,427 

1,104 

18,411 


20,942 

934 
5,004 
9,468 
9,346 
2,521 


27,273 

207,190 


Proposed  Changes  in  Fares. 

In  the  Springfield  division,  one  can  now  ride  long  distances 
for  5  cents.  The  longest  direct  ride  from  Court  square  is  the 
8.37  miles  to  Ludlow,  but  transfers  are  given  at  the  center  so 
that  it  is  possible  to  cover  nearly  twice  this  distance  without 
paying  an  additional  fare.  Few  take  such  rides,  for  a  traffic 
survey  made  by  the  company  i»dicated  that  the  average  ride  per 
person,  including  transfers,  is  but  2.88  miles.  Connecting  the 
present  5-cent  fare  limits  on  the  various  lines,  the  territory  thus 
inclosed  has  an  area  of  about  61.5  square  miles.  The  company 
now  proposes  to  divide  this  area  into  two  separate  zones.  The 
limits  of  the  inner  zone  would  be  fixed  at  points  varying  from 
2.3  miles  to  3.6  miles  (track  distance)  from  Court  square,  and 
the  area  included  would  be  about  18,6  square  miles.  The  follow- 
ing table  shows  the  distance  in  miles  from  Court  square  to  the 
various  outlying  points,  and  the  portion  of  the  distance  to  be 
included,  in  each  case,  within  the  inner  zone  and  within  the 
outer  zone : — 
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Route. 


Inner 
Zone. 


From  Court  square  to-r- 
Chicopee  June,  via  Brightwood   . . . 
Market  Sq.  Chicopee  via  Glenwood 

Chicopee  Falls  via  Liberty  St 

Chicopee  Falls. via  £.  Springfield  . 

Ludlow    7 , . . , 

Wilbraham  town  line 

East  Longmeadow   

Longmcadow    

Agawam — Connecticut  state  line   ., 

Agawam — Feeding  Hills 

Westfleld  town  line , 

Holyoke  city  line , 


2.309 
2.807 
3.155 
3.653 
3.201 
3.201 
3.155 
2.874 
3.416, 
3.416 
3.324 
3.504 


Outer 
Zone. 


1.953 
1.328 
1.440 
2.016 
5.170 
4.314 
1.926 
3.262 
4.343 
4.378 
2.911 
2.768 


Total. 


4.262 
4.135 
4.595 
6.669 
8.371 
7.515 
6.081 
6.136 
7.769 
7.794 
6.235 
6.262 


In  the  inner  zone  the  fare  would  be  5  cents,  with  free  transfer 
privileges.  In  the  outer  zone  5  cents  would  also  be  charged,  so 
that  the  fare  to  and  from  points  in  the  inner  zone  would  become 
10  cents,  an  increase  of  100  per  cent. 

The  limits  of  the  outer  zone  would  in  all  cases  coincide  with 
the  present  5-cent  fare  limits,  except  on  the  Westfield  line,  where 
1.3  miles  would  be  added  by  extending  the  limit  in  West  Spring- 
field from  Tatham  to  the  Westfield  boundary.  On  the  lines  to 
Chicopee,  tickets  would  be  sold  at  the  rate  of  8  cents  each,  good 
to  and  from  points  in  the  inner  zone  in  lieu  of  a  10-cent  cash 
fare;  but  no  similar  privilege  would  be  given,  under  the  new 
schedule  as  filed,  on  any  of  the  other  lines. 

In  the  Palmer  division  there  are  now  twenty-two  overlapping 
zones,  varying  from  7.42  miles  in  length  to  1.70  miles  and  av- 
eraging 5.09  miles,  in  each  of  which  the  faire  is  6  cents.  The 
company  now  proposes  to  eliminate  all  overlaps  and  introduce  two 
new  limits  in  Palmer,  so  that  there  would  be  thirteen  separate 
zones,  varying  from  6.54  to  1.70  miles  and  averaging  3.82  miles 
in  length,  in  each  of  which  the  fare  would  be  6  cents.  The  effect 
on  through  traffic  may  be  illustrated  by  the  ride  between  Brim- 
field  and  the  Springfield  city  line,  a  distance  of  20.69  miles, 
where  the  fare  is  now  30  cents  or  about  1.45  cents  per  mile,  and 
would  become  36  cents,  or  about  1.74  cents  per  mile.  The  effect 
on  local  riders,  for  whose  convenience  existing  overlaps  have  been 
established,  would  be  much  more  serious. 

In  the  Westfield  division,  disregarding  certain  short  local  lines 
in  the  thickly  settled  portion  of  Westfield,  there  are  now  thirteen 
zones,  varying  from  9.09  miles  in  length  to  1.05  miles  and  av- 
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eraging  4.14:  miles,  in  each  of  which  the  fare  is  5  cents.  The 
company  now  proposes  to  eliminate  certain  overlaps  and  to  reduce 
the  length  of  the  first  zone  out  of  Westfield  on  the  line  to  Spring- 
field, so  that  there  would  be  ten  zones,  varying  from  7.79  to  1.05 
miles  and  averaging  3.78  miles  in  length,  in  each  of  which  a 
6-cent  fare  would  be  charged.  From  Park  square"  in  Westfield, 
to  Huntington,  a  distance  of  12.33  miles,  the  fare  is  now  20  cents 
or  at  the  rate  of  1.62  cents  per  mile,  and  would  become  24  cents, 
which  is  about  1'.95  cents  per  mile. 

On  the  basis  of  traffic  in  the  year  ended  June  80,  1916,  the 
company  estimates  that  the  new  schedule  would  produce  a  total 
increase  in  revenue  of  $539,212.  The  actual  operating  revenue 
in  that  year  was  $2,284,918,  so  that  the  increase  estimated  would 
amount  to  23.6  per  cent  Of  the  total,  $477,762  is  estimated 
for  the  Springfield  division,  and  $61,450  for  the  other  two  divi- 
sions. 

History  of  the  Company* 

The  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  was  organized  as  a 
horse  car  company  in  1868.  In  the  early  days  it  seems  that  the 
cash  fare  was  8  cents,  tickets  being  sold  at  the  rate  of  16  for 
$1.  In  1880,  the  cash  fare  became  7  cents,  and  five  tickets  were 
sold  for  25  cents.  In  1885,  the  cash  fare  was  further  reduced 
to  6  cents,  and  in  1890,  at  about  the  time  when  electric  operation 
began,  it  became  5  cents  and  the  sale  of  tickets  at  less  than  the 
cash  rate  ceased.  The  original  fare  on  the  Indian  Orchard  line, 
which  was  built  shortly  afterwards,  was  10  cents,  tickets  being 
sold  at  the  rate  of  3  for  25  cents ;  but  this  fare  was  reduced  to  the 
uniform  5-cent  rate  in  1896. 

Until  1905  the  company  was  locally  owned,  was  prosperous, 
and  grew  rapidly.  Between  1890  and  1905  the  track  mileage 
increased  from  21.40  miles  to  93.75  miles,  most  of  the  lines  to 
suburban  points  being  constructed  during  this  period.  It  was  a 
time  of  continual  enlargement  of  facilities  without  increase  in 
fare.  In  1905,  control  passed  to  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  & 
Hartford  Railroad  Company.  A  holding  company  of  the  vol- 
untary association  type  was  formed,  known  as  the  Springfield 
Railway  Companies,,  and  through  this  association  the  stock  of 
the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  was  acquired.     Some 
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of  it  was  purchased  for  $225  per  share  in  cash,  and  the  balance 
for  $75  in.caah  and  $150  in  4  per  cent  preferred  shares  of  the 
holding  company^  guaranteed  by  the  railroad  company. 

At  first,  the  raiboad  company  controlled  the  Springfield  Rail- 
way Companies  through  a  subsidiary  known  as  the  Consolidated 
Railway  Company  of  Connecticut.  In  1906,  however,  the  shares 
of  the  Springfield  Railway  Companies,  together  with  controlling 
interests  in  the  Worcester  and  certain  other  Massachusetts  street 
railway  companies,  were  turned  over  to  another  voluntary  associa- 
tion known  as  the  !N^ew  England  Investment  &  Security  Company, 
in  exchange  for  its  note  for  $10,000,000.  This  association 
issued  and  sold  to  the  public  $4,000,000  in  4  per  cent  preferred 
shares,  guaranteed  by  the  railroad  company,  and  also  issued 
$100,000  in  common  shares.  Under  the  declaration  of  trust  by 
which  it  was  created,  the  holders  of  the  common  shares  select  four 
out  of  the  seven  trustees  and  therefore  exercise  control.  By  re- 
taining these  common  shares,  the  railroad  company  continued 
to  control  the  trolley  companies.  It  was  hoped  in  this  way  to 
evade  the  Massachusetts  law. 

Shortly  afterwards,  the  attorney  general  brought  suit,  charg- 
ing that  the  trolley  lines  were  still  indirectly  controlled  in  viola- 
tion of  law,  and  in  1908  the  supreme  judicial  court  sustained 
this  contention  (Atty.  Gen.  v.  !N'ew  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co. 
198  Mass.  413,  84  N.  E.  737)  and  ordered  the  railroad  company 
to  devest  itself  of  all  interest  therein.  In  response  to  this  order, 
the  railroad  company  transferred  the  notes  of  the  New  England 
Investment  &  Security  Company  to  a  subsidiary,  the  New  Eng- 
land Navigation  Company,  and  later  to  that  singular  corporation 
knoivn  as  the  Billard  Company.  The  common  shares  of  the  vol- 
untary association  were  transferred  to  certain  personal  friends  of 
the  then  president  of  the  railroad  company,  C.  S.  Mellen. 

After  the  investigation  of  the  New  Haven  affairs  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission  in  1913,  and  the  change  in  manage- 
ment which  followed,  the  Billard  Company  was  dissolved  and 
the  notes  of  the  New  England  Investment  &  Security  Company 
again  became  the  property  of  the  New  England  Navigation  Com- 
pany. In  connection  with  the  dissolution  of  the  latter  company, 
now  in  process,  they  have  recently  returned  to  the  direct  posses- 
sion of  the  railroad  company.    The  common  shares  passed,  for  a 
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time,  into  the  hands  of  the  New  York  engineering  firm  of  Sander- 
son &  Porter,  but  were  later  bought  and  are  now  held  by  a 
committee  representing  the  preferred  shareholders  of  the  New 
England  Investment  &  Security  Company.  Under  the  decree 
entered  in  1914  by  the  United  States  district  court  in  the  suit 
under  the  Sherman  Act  brought  by  the  Federal  government,  the 
New  Haven  company  is  enjoined  to  dispose  of  the  notes  of  the 
New  England  Investment  &  Security  Company  on  or  before  July 
1,  1919. 

At  the  present  time,  therefore,  stock  control  of  the  Springfield 
Street  Railway  Company  is  held  by  the  Springfield  Railway 
Companies,  which  own  46,483  out  of  a  total  of  46,547  shares. 
Control  of  the  Springfield  Railway  Companies  is  held  by  the 
New  England  Investment  &  Security  Company,  which  owns  all 
its  common  shares.  Control  of  the  latter  voluntary  association 
is  in  the  hands  of  its  preferred  stockholders,  who  hold  its  common 
shares;  but  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad 
Company,  as  the  holder  of  notes  amounting  to  $13,709,000,  has 
the  chief  financial  interest  in  its  property,  and  this  interest  is 
accentuated  by  the  fact  that  it  is  the  guarantor  of  dividends  upon 
the  $8,887,900  preferred  shares  of  the  Springfield  Railway  Com- 
panies and  upon  the  $4,000,000  preferred  shares  of  the  New 
England  Investment  &  Security  Company.  Under  the  first  of 
these  guaranties,  $127,768  was  paid  out  during  the  past  year. 
Nothing  was  paid  out  under  the  second  guaranty,  but  payment 
was  only  avoided  by  reducing  the  interest  upon  the  notes  to  2 
per  cent. 

As  the  above  historical  statement  shows,  the  original  stock* 
holders  of  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company,  under  whose 
ownership  the  property  was  in  large  part  built  up,  sold  out  at  a 
profit  and  are  not  concerned  in  the  present  proceedings.  Aside 
from  the  creditors  of  the  company,  the  financial  benefit  from  any 
increase  in  rates  which  may  be  granted  will  accrue  chiefly  to  the 
New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company. 

Consolidations. 

Shortly  after  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad 
Company  secured  control  of  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany, it  acquired  the  stock  of  other  street  railway  companies  in 
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adjoining  territory.  The  stock  of  the  Woronoco  Street  Railway 
Company,  operating  locally  in  Westfield,  was  acquired  through 
the  Springfield  Railway  Companies,  six  of  the  4  per  cent  pre- 
ferred shares  of  the  latter  being  exchanged  for  five  shares  of  the 
Wor<mooo  stock,  pins  a  cash  bonus  of  $60  per  share.  The  stock 
of  the  Western  Massachusetts  Street  Railway  Company,  a  newly 
built  line  from  Westfield  to  Huntington,  was  acquired  through 
the  Kew  England  Investment  &  Security  Company  in  exchange 
for  an  equal  amount  of  the  latter's  4  per  cent  preferred  shares. 
The  stock  of  the  Springfield  &  Eastern  Street  Railway  Company, 
known  originally  as  the  Palmer  &  Monson  Street  Railway  Com- 
pany, was  also  acquired  through  the  New  England  Investment  & 
Security  Company.  Some  of  it  was  secured  in  exchange  for  an 
equal  amount  of  preferred  shares  of  the  latter,  some  of  it  was 
secured  in  exchange  for  half  the  amount  of  stock  of  the  New 
York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company;  and  the 
balance  was  purchased  for  cash.  The  highest  cash  price  paid 
was  $175  per  share,  for  a  block  of  76  shares,  while  the  lowest 
price  was  about  $94  per  share,  for  a  block  of  211  shares. 

After  control  of  these  other  street  railway  c(Hnpanies  was  se- 
cured, they  were  gradually  consolidated  with  the  Springfield 
company  on  a  share  for  share  basis.  The  Woronoco  was  absorbed 
by  the  Western  Massachusetts  in  this  way  in  1907,  and  the  latter 
by  the  Springfield  company  in  1909.  The  Springfield  &  Eastern 
was  at  first  leased  by  the  Springfield  company  for  twenty-five 
years,  at  a  rental  of  4  per  cent  upon  stock,  but  was  later  con- 
solidated, in  1910,  on  a  share  for  share  basis.  All  of  these 
consolidations  were  formally  approved,  after  public  hearings,  by 
the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners. 

Of  the  companies  thus  absorbed,  the  Woronoco  Street  Railway 
Company  was  the  oldest  and  had  the  best  earning  capacity.  It 
began  operation  in  1891  and  declared  no  dividends  until  1898. 
Thereafter  dividends  were  paid  at  the  following  rates: — 

Year.  Rate. 

3898  U% 

3  8»9  

a  900  3% 

1901  ^% 

1902  ^% 

1903  «% 

1904  7% 

1905  69^<^ 

1906  ^% 

P.U.R.1918C. 


524  MASSACHUSETTS  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

The  Western  Masaachusetts  Street  Railway  Company  began  op- 
eration in  1906,  and  in  the  succeeding  year  absorbed  the  Woronoco 
company,  a  larger  and  more  valuable  property.  No  dividends 
were  paid  prior  to  this  consolidation,  but  in  1908  and  in  1909,  4 
per  cent  was  paid.  The  Springfield  &  Eastern  Street  Railway 
Company  began  operation  in  1898,  and  declared  no  dividends  up 
to  the  time  of  its  lease  by  the  Springfield  company  in  1906. 
Thereafter,  dividends  at  the  guaranteed  rate  of  4  per  cent  were 
paid  until  the  consolidation  in  1910. 

CapUdlizatton. 

The  balance  sheet  of  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company 
on  December  31,  1917,  was  as  follows: 

Aaaeta, 
Investmenta: 

Road  and  equipment   $8,273,310.87 

Deposits  in  lieu  of  mortgaged  property  sold         28,963.00 

Total  investments   $8,302^73.87 

Current  Assets: 

Cash    $136,216.59 

Special  deposits 10,475.00 

Miscellaneous  accounts  receivable 54,276.66 

Material  and  supplies •• 245,011.62 

Other  current  assets   2,525.00 

Total  current  assets 448,504.87 

Unadjusted  debits: 

Rents  and  insurance  premiums  paid  in  ad- 
vance            $27,542.13 

Other  unadjusted  debits   2,137.12 

Total  unadjusted  debits   20,679.25 

Grand  toUl   $8,780,457.99 

Liahilities. 
Stock: 

Capital  stock $4,654,700.00 

Premium  on  capital  stock  279,174.89 

Total   stock    $4,033,874.89 

Long-term  Debt: 

Funded  debt  unmatured 2,305»000.00 

Current  Liabilities: 

Loans  and  notes  payable $1,178,973.32 

Audited  accounts  and  wages  payable   154,733.93 

Miscellaneous  accounts  payable    839.49 

Matured  interest,  dividends,  and  rents  unpaid         10.412.00 
Accrued  interest^  dividends,  and  rents  payable         24,670.87 
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Deferred  Liabilities: 
Other  deferred  liabilities $3,501.00 

Unadjusted  Credits: 

Tax  liability    $31,404.98 

Premium  on  funded  debt 100.00 

Operating  reserves   108,805.00 

Aocmed  depreciation — road  and  equipment . .  128,126.40 

Other  unadjusted  credits   \ 11,809.09 

Total  unadjusted  credits  280,336.41 

Profit  and  loss  debit  balance    1111,802.92 

Grand   toUl    $8,780,457.09 

1  Deficit 

All  of  the  outstanding  stock  and  bonds  have  been  issued  under 
tiie  supervision  of  this  Commission  or  its  predecessor,  the  Board 
of  Railroad  Commissioners^  excepting  the  original  issue  of  $100,- 
000  stock  of  the  Springfield  company,  and  the  similar  issues  of 
$25,000  stock  of  the  Woronoco  company,  and  $12,000  stock  of 
the  Highlands  Street  Railway  Company,  a  small  company  in 
Westfield  merged  with  the  Woronoco  in  1895.  The  integrity  of 
these  issues,  however,  was  established  by  subsequent  appraisals. 
At  the  time  of  the  consolidation  of  the  Western  Massachusetts 
and  Woronoco  companies  in  1907,  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 
missioners made  the  following  statement  (89  Ann.  Rep.  Mass. 
R.  C.  p.  146)  :  ''In  considering  the  original  cost  of  the  Western 
Massachusetts  Street  Railway,  the  Board  was  convinced  that  the 
figures  presented  by  the  company  were  in  excess  of  the  amount 
which  ought  to  stand  as  the  capitalized  cost  of  construction,  and 
therefore  declined  to  approve  the  issue  of  the  full  amount  of  stock 
and  bonds  which  the  company  had  authorized.  The  proposed 
consolidation  of  this  railway  with  the  Woronoco  Street  Railway 
affords  an  opportunity  for  placing  the  cost  of  construction  of  the 
united  properties  upon  a  proper  basis,  and  in  compliance  with 
the  request  of  the  Board  the  company  has  canceled  a  large  amount 
of  outstanding  indebtedness  of  the  Western  Massachusetts  com- 
pany as  a  "step  preliminary  to  the  approval  of  the  consolidation.'^ 
The  indebtedness  so  canceled  amounted  to  $75,000.  In  addition 
to  the  outstanding  stock  and  bonds,  this  Commission,  on  I^ovem- 
her  2, 1917,  authorized  the  issue  of  $970,000  in  mortgage  bcmds,. 
for  the  purpose  of  funding  floating  indebtedness  of  the  same 
iimoimt.    Thcss  bonds,  however,  have  not  yet  been  issued.    Of 
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the  $4,654,700  stock  outstanding,  $2,437,000  was  issued  at  par. 
On  the  remainder,  premiums  totaling  $883,750  were  paid  in, 
as  follows : 


Authorized. 

Amount. 

Issue  Price. 

Premium. 

1895    

$13,0001 

166,700 

291,700 

500,000 

299,700 

946,600 

(Sold  at  auction) 
150 
150 
170 
170 
110 

$100 

1896    

83,350 

1898    

145,850 

1900    

350,000 

1907    

209,790 

1915    

94,660 

$2,217,700 

$883,750 

1  Woronoco  Street  Railway  Company. 

Of  these  premiums,  only  $279,174.89  now  appear  as  liabilities 
in  the  balance  sheet.  The  remainder,  $604,575.11,  were  credit- 
ed to  the  surplus  account  prior  to  the  introduction  of  present 
accounting  rules,  being  used  to  offset  reductions  in  the  book 
value  of  property. 

The  following  table  shows,  for  the  ten  largest  street  railway 
companies  of  the  state,  exclusive  of  the  Boston  Elevated,  the 
operating  revenue  per  mile  of  track  in  the  year  ended  December 
31,  1916,  the  permanent  investment  per  dollar  of  revenue,  and 
the  similar  investment  per  mile  of  main  track : 


Company. 


Bay   State    

Berkshire    

Boston  &  Worcester    

Fitchburg  &  Leominster  . . . 

Holyoke    

Massachusetts  Northeastern 

Middlesex  k  Boston   

Springfield    

Union    

V^orcester  Consolidated  . . . . 


Operating 

Revenue  per 

Mile  of 

Track. 

Investment 
per  $1  of 
Revenue. 

Investment 

per  Mile  of 

Main  Track. 

$10,564.24 

$4.71 

$54,402 

6,172.90 

10.20 

80,435 

9,892.47 

6.31 

64,308 

8,397.70 

4.59 

40,726 

9,612.89 

4.49 

45,867 

5,901.02 

4.62 

29,332 

8,067.59 

4.62 

40,414 

12,772.51 

S.37 

46,108 

16,925.62 

2.85 

58,105 

10,555.38 

4.36 

53,411 

This  table  is  evidence  that  the  Springfield  company  is  conserv- 
atively capitalized.  It  ranks  second  in  volume  of  revenue,  but 
only  ninth  in  investment  per  dollar  of  revenue  and  sixth  in  in- 
vestment per  mile  of  main  track.  It  is  a  safe  assumption  that 
in  the  earlier  years  of  its  operation,  prior  to  the  introduction  of 
modem  accounting,  the  cost  of  additions  and  improvements  were 
At  times  charged  to  operating  expense. 
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Return  on  Investment. 

Until  very  recently  the  Springfield  company  has  been  regarded 
as  one  of  the  strongest  companies  financially  in  the  common- 
wealth, and  its  owners  have  received  excellent  returns.  From 
18G8  to  1876  no  dividends  w^ere  paid.  In  the  five  succeeding 
yeai's  the  rates  were  as  follows : 

Year  Ended.  Rate. 

September  30,  1877 4% 

September  30,  187S 8% 

September  30,  1879 68% 

September  30,  1880  8% 

Septonber  30,  1881  7% 

From  1882  to  1910,  inclusive,  the  rate  was  uniformly  8  per  cent. 
Since  that  time  it  has  been  as  follows : 

Year  Ended.  Rate. 

June  30,  1911   7  % 

June  30,  1912 7  % 

June  30,  1913  7  % 

June  30,  1914 7  % 

June  30,  1915 61% 

June  30,  1916  6|% 

June  30,  1917  1|% 

December  31,  1917  0 

It  is  significant  that  the  first  reduction  below  8  per  cent  in  recent 
years  followed  the  last  step  in  the  consolidation  of  street  railway 
properties  in  adjoining  territory.  Undoubtedly  the  absorption 
of  these  properties  reduced  the  earning  power  of  the  company. 

Since  1896,  the  actual  return  upon  the  investment  represented 
by  the  stock  has  not  been  equal  to  the  dividend  rate,  owing  to  the 
premiums  paid  in.  Including  the  premiums,  the  dividends  paid 
have  yielded  the  following  percentages : 

Year.  Per  Cent. 

September  30,  1897  -7.46 

September  30,  1898  7.46 

September  30,  1899  6.91 

September  30,  1900  6.91 

September  30,  1901  6.17 

September  30,  1902  6.17 

September  30,  1903  •  . .  6.17 

September  30,  1904  6.17 

September  30,  1905  6.17 

September  30,  1906  6.17 

September  30,  1907  6.04 

September  30,  1908  5.93 

September  30,  1909  6.93 

June            30,  1910  (9  moa.)    6.10 

Juna            30,  1911  5.77 

June            30,  1912  5.77 
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Year.  Per  Cent 

June  30,  1913   6.77 

June  30,  1914 6.77 

June  30,  1915   5.36 

June  30,  1916  5.46 

June  30,  1917   1.47 

December  31,  1917  (6  mos.)    OM 

The  average  rate  of  return  for  the  period  covered  by  this  table 
was  5.86  per  cent. 

Of  the  $2,305,000  bonds  outstanding,  $1,700,000  bear  interest 
at  the  rate  of  4  per  cent  and  remainder  at  5  per  cent  When  8 
per  cent  dividends  are  paid,  the  average  return  upon  the  total 
investment  represented  by  bonds,  stock,  and  premiums  on  stock 
is  but  6  per  cent 

Physical  Conditicn  of  the  Property* 

The  inspection  department  of  the  Commission  has  made  a 
careful  examination  of  the  property.  Under  date  of  July  3, 
1917,  it  reported  that,  on  the  whole,  the  track  was  in  very  fair 
condition,  and  this  was  also  true  of  the  overhead  system.  "The 
coimtry  lines  in  most  cases  are  well  tied,  in  fair  surface,  and  the 
rail  at  the  present  time  is  generally  good  for  the  service  it  is  re- 
ceiving. About  75  per  cent  of  the  city  lines  are  in  good  or  fair 
condition."  To  bring  roadbed  and  track  to  first-class  condition, 
however,  would  require  the  immediate  relaying  of  about  15  milea 
of  track  with  new  rail  and  the  renewal  of  about  100,000  ties. 
During  the  succeeding  five  years,  the  department  estimates  that 
about  3  miles  of  track  and  40,000  ties  ought  to  be  renewed  each 
year.  From  1912  to  1916,  inclusive,  track  renewals  averaged 
2.6  miles  annually.  Stating  that  it  is  difficult,  under  present 
conditions,  to  estimate  with  accuracy  cost  of  future  work,  the 
department  expresses  the  opinion  that  the  average  annual  cost 
for  the  "proper  maintenance  of  the  roadbed,  track,  and  overhead 
system"  during  the  next  five  years  will  not  be  less  than  $210,000. 
The  actual  cost  of  maintenance  of  way  and  structures  in  1917^ 
after  deducting  expense  of  cleaning  and  sanding  track  and  re- 
moving snow  and  ice,  was  about  $172,000,  and  in  1916  about 
$179,000.  It  further  appears  that  the  track  and  tie  renewals 
recommended  by  the  inspection  department  last  summer  have 
not  yet  been  made. 

The  rolling  stock  of  the  company  may  be  classified  as  follows : 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  SPRINGFIELD  STREET  R.  CO.  529 

Single-tnieb   Uosed  cars   63 

Double-truck  closed  cars   205 

Single-truck  open  cars  96 

Double-truck  open  cars   54 

Total    438 

Most  of  the  single-truck  cars  have  been  in  use  more  than  twenty 
years,  some  of  them  since  1892.  The  double-truck  cars  are  of 
more  modem  type,  and  have  been  purchased,  for  the  most  part, 
since  1900.  Of  tiie  double-truck  closed  cars  102  are  semicon- 
vertible,  and  of  these  98  are  prepayment  in  type.  Forty-one  of 
the  latter  have  been  purchased  in  the  past  three  years,  but  29  are 
old-style  box  cars  reconstructed  and  28  are  converted  open  cars. 
The  latter  are  slow  in  loading  and  unloading,  and  not  highly 
satisfactory.  The  single-truck  cars  are  uneconomical  in  opera- 
tion, are  now  used  only  at  the  time  of  the  peak  load,  and  should 
be  replaced  as  soon  as  the  finances  of  the  company  will  permit. 
The  gradual  substitution  of  modem  semiconvertible  equipment 
for  cars  of  the  older  types  should  ultimately  make  operation  of 
most  of  the  open  equipment  unnecessary  and  undesirable.  For 
the  most  part,  the  closed  cars  can  still  be  used  for  some  years  with 
advantage,  especially  if  more  of  them  are  reconstructed  for  pre- 
payment operation.  The  inspection  department  found  motors, 
trucks,  and  car  foodies  on  the  whole  in  fair  condition,  but  painting 
and  cleaning  have  been  somewhat  neglected,  as  well  as  minor  re- 
pairs. Conditions  were  least  satisfactory  in  this  respect  in  the 
Palmer  division. 

The  inspection  d^artment  found  that  the  company  %as  for 
several  years  past  been  severely  handicapped  by  the  limited 
amount  of  room  and  antiquated  methods  for  repairing  and  caring 
for  its  equipment  at  the  Carew  street  car  bam"  in  Springfield. 
This  condition  has  recently  been  remedied  by  the  completion  of 
new  shops  and  a  storage  yard  at  Hooker  street,  and  by  the  en- 
largement of  repair  facilities  at  Carew  street.  Improvement  of 
such  facilities  is  needed  in  the  Palmer  and  Westfield  divisions. 
The  department  reports  that  the  presMit  system  in  these  divisions 
is  ''costly  and  unsatisfactory." 

Most  of  the  power  used  by  the  company  has  been  generated 
at  its  own  station,  at  Margaret  street  in  Springfield,  and  at  the 
smaller  station  in  Westfield.    Power  for  the  Palmer  division  has 
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been  purchased  from  the  Central  Massachusetts  Power  Company, 
and  a  portion  of  the  supply  for  the  Springfield  division  has  also 
been  purchased  from  the  Turners  Falls  Power  &  Electric  Com- 
pany and  the  United  Electric  Company  of  Springfield.  On 
April  2,  1917,  a  contract  was  entered  into  with  the  Turners  Falls 
Power  &  Electric  Company  for  a  supply  of  power  at  low-tmit 
cost  (about  1.1  cents  per  kilowatt  hour,  transformed)  for  the 
entire  system,  exclusive  of  the  Palmer  division,  which  may  still 
be  supplied  by  the  Central  Massachusetts  Power  Company.  Un- 
der this  contract,  which  goes  fully  into  effect  in  December  of  this 
year,  the  power  stations  at  Margaret  street  and  in  Westfield,  both 
of  which  are  old  and  obsolescent,  will  be  purchased  by  the  power 
company  for  $630,000  in  cash. 

Revenwes  and  Expenses. 

The  following  table  shows  the  operating  revenue  in  each  ol 
the  years  since  the  final  consolidation  of  adjoining  properties, 
and  the  percentage  of  increase  from  year  to  year: 


Year  Ended. 


June  30, 
June  30, 
June  30, 
June  30, 
June  30, 
June  30, 
Dec.  31, 
Dec.  31, 


1911 

1912 

1913 

1914 

1915 

1916 

1916 

1917  


Operating 
Revenue. 


$1,789,900.96 
1,890,406.16 
2,089,515.00 
2,166,977.03 
2,124,293.63 
2,284,918.38 
2,399,698.61 
2,495,234.98 


Increase. 


$100,505.20 

199,108.84 

77,462.0* 

42,683.401 

160,624.75 

114,780.23S 

95,536.37 


Per  C«it. 


6.62 
10.53 
3.71 
1.971 
7.56 
6.02> 
3.98 


1  Decrease. 
It  6  months. 


Operating  expenses  and  the  ratio  of  expenses  to  revenue  have 
been  as  follows : 


Tear  Ended 

Operating 
Bhcpenses. 

Increase. 

Per  Cent. 

Operating 
Ratio. 

June  30,  1911 

$1,233,680.28 

68.92 

June  30,  1912 

1,314,774.85 

$  81,094.57 

6.57 

69.55 

June  30,  1913 

1,492,870.05 

178,096.20 

13.55 

71.45 

June  30,  1914 

1,661,504.84 

68,634.79 

4.59 

72.06 

June  30,  1915 

1,571,873.74 

10,368.90 

0.66 

73.99 

June  30,  1916 

1,748,093.33 

176,219.59 

11.21 

76.51 

Dec.   31,  1916 

1,934,881.09 

186,787.761 

10.68 1 

80.63 

Dec.   31,  1917 

2,365,879.32 

430,998.23 

22.27 

94.81 

^6  months. 
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It  will  be  noted  that  expense  has  increased  relatively  much 
more  rapidly  than  revenue,  especially  during  the  past  three  years. 
In  1917  operating  expenses  increased  22.27  per  cent,  while  rev- 
enue increased  but  3.98  per  cent,  so  that  the  operating  ratio 
reached  the  extraordinarily  high  mark  of  94.81.  Offsetting  this, 
to  a  slight  extent,  has  been  a  decrease  in  taxes,  due  to  the  falling 
market  values  of  the  company's  capital  stock  and  the  consequent 
lessening  of  the  corporate  franchise  tax,  as  follows : 

Year  Ended.  Taxes. 

June  30,  1911 $168,067.00 

June  30,  1912 163,442.61 

June  30,  1913 170,698.22 

June  30,  1914  172,760.43 

June  30,  1915  134,295.84 

June  30,  1916  123,549.63 

Dec.  31,  1916  139,735.70 

Dec.  31,  1917  117,144.83 

AdditioTKd  Revenue  Required. 

The  company  submitted  evidence  indicating  the  need  of  ad- 
ditional revenue  amounting  to  $618,278.  This  evidence  was 
based  upon  an  estimate  of  results  from  operation  in  the  calendar 
year  1917,  and  may  be  summarized  as  follows: 

Estimated  operating  expense $2,407,815 

Estimated   taxes    153,000 

ti%  return  on  estimated  investment  of  $8,573,567  514,400 

Contingency  allowance,  1%  of  gross 31,063 

Orosa  receipts  should  he   $3,106,278 

Estimated  gross  receipts  2,488,000 

Additional  revenue  required    $   618,278 

Actual  results  from  operation  in  1917  are  now  available,  and 
in  the  light  of  this  knowledge  the  company's  estimate  may  be 
analyzed  to  advantage. 

(1)  Operating  expenses  in  1917  were  actually  $2,365,879, 
instead  of  the  estimated  $2,407,815.  The  estimate,  however, 
included  reserve  appropriations  for  depreciation,  amounting  to 
$236,230,  whereas  the  amount  actually  set  aside  for  this  purpose 
was  but  $40,632,  the  deficiency  amounting  to  $195,598.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  actual  cost  of  power  as  produced  during  the  year 
in  the  company's  old  power  plants  was  $572,288,  whereas  the 
estimated  figures  were  based  upon  the  cost  which  would  have 
accrued  imder  the  terms  of  the  new  power  contract,  and  amount- 
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cd,  exclusive  of  the  depreciation  item,  to  but  $387,200.  Even 
this  latter  figure  is  excessive,  for  it  ivas  based  upon  an  estimated 
use  of  35,000,000  kilowatt  hours,  whereas  the  actual  use  during 
the  year  was  but  33,175,420  kilowatt  hours.  Taking  the  latter 
amount,  the  cost  under  the  new  contract,  exclusive  of  depreciation 
(included  in  the  $236,230  given  above),  would  have  been  $367,- 
130.  In  determining  the  additional  revenue  required,  upon  the 
basis  of  1917  operations,  it  is  fair  to  use  this  figure;  for  any  in- 
crease in  fares  which  may  be  granted  will  apply  to  the  future, 
in  which  the  company  will  have  the  advantage  of  the  new  source 
of  power.  Including,  therefore,  the  additional  amount  estimated 
as  necessary  for  depreciation,  but  allowing  for  the  saving  in 
power  cost  which  will  accrue  under  the  contract,  the  operating 
expenses  in  1917  become  $2,356,319,  instead  of  the  actual 
$2,365,879. 

(2)  The  actual  taxes  in  1917  were  $117,145,  instead  of  the 
estimated  $153,000. 

[1]  (3)  The  return,  as  figured  by  the  company,  was  based, 
at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent,  upon  an  estimated  total  investment  at 
the  end  of  the  year  of  $8,573,567.  This  was  determined  by 
taking  all  the  assets  at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  including 
current  assets  and  unadjusted  debits  as  well  as  permanent  invest- 
ments, adding  estimated  additions  and  improvements  during  the 
year,  and  subtracting  the  amount,  $530,000,  which  is  to  be  paid 
by  the  Turners  Falls  Power  &  Electric  Company  for  the  com- 
pany's generating  stations  in  Springfield  and  Westfield.  This 
method  is  open  to  several  objections,  and  it  seems  to  the  Com- 
mission fairer  to  use  the  actual  interest  paid  during  the  year  upcm 
bonds  and  floating  indebtedness,  and  to  compute,  in  addition,  a 
return  of  6  per  cent  upon  the  total  par  value  of  outstanding  stock 
plus  all  premiums  paid  in  thereon.  Computed  in  this  way,  the 
total  return  becomes  $479,488,  instead  of  the  $514,400  figured 
by  the  company, 

[2]  (4)  The  contingency  allowance  of  1  per  cent  of  gross 
receipts  estimated  by  the  company  is  not  unreasonable.  Upon 
the  basis  of  the  adjusted  figures,  however,  it  becomes  $29,828, 
instead  of  $31,063. 

(5)  In  estimating  gross  receipts  for  1917,  the  company  in- 
cluded $30,000  for  additional  revenue  which,  in  its  opinion,  can 
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be  secored  by  changiBg  the  present  system  of  transfer  checks  and 
thus  reducing  the  abuse  which  is  now  possible.  Adding  this 
amount  to  the  actual  gross  receipts  in  1917,  they  become  $2,527,- 
026,  instead  of  the  $2,488,000  estimated  by  the  company. 

With  these  adjustments,  the  additional  revenue  required  by 
the  company  may  be  set  forth  as  follows : 

Actual  operating  expenses  (adjusted)    $2,356,310 

Actual    taxes    1 17,145 

Actual   interest    147,181 

6%    return  on  stock  and  premiums    332,307 

Contingency  allowance,  1%  of  gross 29,828 

Chroaa  receipts  should  he  $2,082,780 

Actual  gross  receipts   ( adjusted )    2,527,026 

Additional  revenue  required    $   455,754 

The  question  arises  whether  this  estimate  of  additional  revenue 
required  may  be  accepted  as  a  basis  for  the  consideration  of  the 
new  schedule  of  rates  proposed  by  the  company.  The  answer 
to  this  question  is  dependent  upon  the  following  factors : 

(1)  The  accuracy  of  the  depreciation  estimate. 

(2)  The  prospects  with  reference  to  traffic  and  operating  costs 
in  the  immediate  future,  including  the  possibility  of  greater 
economy  in  operation. 

(3)  The  justice  of  the  return  allowed  for  invested  capitaL 

Depreciation  Requirements: 

[3]  In  estimating  the  necessary  provision  for  depreciation, 
the  company  attempted  to  follow  the  precedent  established  in  the 
Bay  State  Kate  Case  (1916)  4  Ann.  Rep.  Mass.  P.  S.  0.  61, 
P.U.R.1916F,  221.  The  engineers  employed  by  the  company 
in  that  case  made  a  thorough  study  of  the  entire  property,  in- 
cluding the  probable  lives  of  the  various  units,  and  based  their 
allowance  upon  the  results  of  this  study,  using  the  so-called 
*'straight-line"  method  of  determination.  The  Commission  ac- 
cepted the  property  lives  used  in  this  estimate,  but  differed  in 
regard  to  the  depreciation  on  overhead  charges  and  felt,  for  rea- 
sons fully  stated  in  its  opinion,  that  half  of  the  total  allowance 
should  be  figured  on  the  "straight-line"  basis  and  half  on  the 
^^sinking-fund"  basis.  The  amount  as  finally  fixed  equaled  2.67 
per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of  capital  found  to  have  been  honest* 
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ly  and  prudently  invested,  including  both  depreciable  and  non- 
depreciable property. 

In  the  present  instance,  the  company  made  no  similar  analy^ 
but  based  its  allowance  on  general  percentages  derived  from  the 
Bay  State  figures,  using  the  combined  ^^sinking-fund"  and 
straight-line''  basis,  as  follows: 

Road,  track,  line,  etc 3.17  per  cent 

Holling  stock    3.71  per  cent 

Power  stations  and  equipment   2.3X  per  cent 

Shops,  car  houses,  and  equipment 1.02  per  cent 

Estimated  in  this  way,  the  allowance  equaled  3.01  per  cent  of 
the  total  book  value  of  all  property  on  December  31,  1916.  In 
the  figures  as  finally  presented,  however,  the  estimate  for  de- 
preciation on  power  stations  and  equipment  was  reduced,  because 
of  the  provision  in  the  new  power  contract  under  which  the 
Turners  Falls  Power  &  Electric  Company  will  take  over  much 
of  this  property  for  $530,000,  allowance  being  made  merely  for 
charging  off  the  remaining  book  value  during  the  thirty-year  life 
of  the  contract 

An  allowance  for  depreciation  so  determined  can  at  "best  be 
regarded  as  but  a  rough  estimate,  for  the  property  of  one  street 
railway  company  is  not  so  similar  to  the  property  of  another 
that  a  uniform  percentage  can  safely  be  applied  in  the  absence 
of  careful  investigation.  And  even  if  uniform  conditioxis  be 
assumed,  two  criticisms  may  still  be  made  of  this  estimate*  1^ 
the  first  place,  the  percentages  were  based  upon  the  investment 
figures  furnished  in  the  Bay  State  Bate  Case  by  the  comply  ^ 
engineers,  without  taking  into  consideration  the  adjustments 
subsequently  made  by  the  Commission.  This  accounts  for  the 
difference  between  the  2.67  per  cent  upon  investment  ixx  that 
case  and  the  3.01  per  cent  in  the  present  instance.  In  the  second 
place,  in  order  to  determine  the  additional  amount  required  i^r 
depreciation  over  and  above  the  amount  expended  in  the  previous 
year,  the  company's  engineers  in  the  Bay  State  Rate  GB.se  an- 
alyzed the  maintenance  accounts,  and  deducted  such  sti'^^  ** 
seemed  to  have  been  expended  for  renewals  which  might,  ^^^^^ 
the  theory  followed,  have  been  charged  against  a  depreei^*^^'^ 
reserve.    No  such  analysis  was  made  in  the  present  case.      ^^^ 

what  similar  results  were  attempted  by  reducing  the  a^tn^* 
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submitted  by  the  operating  officials  for  certain  maintenance  items, 
upon  the  ground  that  these  estimates  included  partial  provision 
for  depreciation,  but  little  evidence  v^as  offered  as  to  the  basis 
upon  which  these  reductions  were  made. 

In  the  revised  determination  of  additional  revenue  required, 
as  set  forth  above,  the  actual  maintenance  expenditures  in  1917 
are  used,  instead  of  the  estimates  submitted  in  advance  by  the 
company.  Undoubtedly  it  is  difficult  to  draw  a  line  between 
ordinary  repairs  and  minor  renewals  and  those  replacements  of 
larger  units  of  property,  which  would  be  properly  chargeable 
against  a  depreciation  reserve;  and  to  analyze  the  maintenance 
expenditures  with  this  end  in  view  requires,  under  present  meth- 
ods of  accounting,  a  laborious  examination  of  many  work  orders, 
requisitions,  and  other  company  records.  The  company  has 
submitted  no  evidence  on  this  point,  and  the  Conunission  has  been 
unable  to  undertake  such  an  analysis  with  the  time  and  assistance 
at  its  command.  Under  the  circumstances,  an  approximation  is 
all  that  is  possible.  Disregarding  maintenance  expenditures  on 
power  plant  with  equipment,  which  will  be  considered  separately, 
the  chief  items  which  might  include  the  cost  of  what  may  be 
called  "depreciation  renewals'*  are  as  follows : 

Ties     $     9,624.96 

Special  work 18,429.36 

Track  and  roadway  labor  51,860.67 

Paving    12.011.61 

Bridges,  trestles,  culverts   3,861.73 

Signals  and  interlocking  apparatus   7,194.65 

Telephone  and  telegraph  lines   1,134.59 

Poles   and  fixtures    6.414.68 

Underground    conduits    1,427.39 

Distribution    system     34,571.57 

Buildings,  fixtures,  and  gi'ounds 7,878.46 

Passenger  and  combination  cars   119,433.92 

Freight  express,  and  mail  cars   1,723.21 

Service   equipment    3,205.50 

Electric  equipment  of  cars    95,332.17 

Shop    equipment    1 ,309.95 

Vehicles  and  horses   5,108.73 

Total $380,523.15 

From  such  examination  of  the  accounts  of  the  company  as  it  has 
been  able  to  make,  and  in  the  light  of  its  knowledge  of  the  gen- 
eral nature  of  such  maintenance  expenditures  upon  street  rail- 
way properties  under  present  conditions,  the  Commission  is 
convinced  that  by  far  the  larger  portion  of  this  total  expenditure 

P.U.R.1918C. 


536  MASSACHUSETTS  FUBUC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

of  slightly  more  than  $380^000  represents  ordinary  repairs  and 
minor  renewals,  such  as  are  necessary  to  keep  track,  line,  build- 
ings, ears,  and  other  property  items  in  fair  operating  condition. 
It  is  probable  that  the  amount  which  would,  under  the  theory 
of  depreciation  followed  in  the  Bay  State  Rate  Case,  be  chai^ 
able  against  a  depreciation  reserve,  was  not  in  excess  of  $50,000. 
In  view  of  the  burden  of  proof  upon  the  company,  this  is,  we 
feel,  a  conservative  and  fair  approximation. 

On  the  other  hand,  in  the  case  of  power  stations  and  equipment 
the  company  has  included  only  an  annual  amoimt  sufficient  to 
charge  off,  in  the  period  of  thirty  years  covered  by  the  new  power 
contract,  the  book  value  not  covered  by  the  power  company  s 
payment.  This  property  will,  as  we  understand  the  situation, 
be  completely  abandoned  as  soon  as  the  contract  goes  Lato  effect, 
and  will  cease  to  serve  any  useful  purpose  in  the  operation  of 
the  road.  Under  the  circumstances  it  seems  to  the  Comraission 
that  thirty  years  is  too  long  a  time  in  which  to  charge  ofi  the 
balance  from  the  property  accounts,  and  that  it  would  be  better 
to  complete  this  process  in  not  exceeding  ten  years.  If  this  were 
(lone,  the  annual  charge  would  be  increased  from  $14,830  to 
$44,489,  the  difference  being  $29,659  per  year. 

Summing  the  matter  up,  the  estimate  of  depreciation  require- 
ments submitted  by  the  company  is  merely  an  approximation. 
While  it  has  been  based  upon  percentages  derived  from  the  more 
careful  analysis  in  the  Bay  State  Eate  Case,  an  error  was  rxi&ie 
in  the  process  which,  if  corrected,  would  reduce  the  estimate  by 
about  $25,000.  It  is  also  probable  that  the  maintenance  ex- 
penditures in  1917  included  at  least  $50,000  providing  f^^ 
depreciation,  in  addition  to  the  amount  specifically  set  aside  for 
that  purpose.  On  the  other  hand,  the  yearly  amount  estimated 
for  the  charging  off  of  power  property  is  too  low  by  $29y^'^^' 
The  conclusion  is  that  the  further  appropriation  for  depreciation 
which  we  have  included  above  in  determining  additional  revenue 
required  is  too  high  by  about  $45,000.  This  conclusion  is  based 
upon  the  somewhat  inadequate  evidence  before  the  Oommi^^^^^ 
and  neither  the  company  nor  the  remonstrants  will  be  precl^"^ 
from  submitting  further  evidence  in  any  future  proceedings  ^^ 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  a  different  conclusion  shonl<i  w 
reached. 
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Determination  of  depreciation  requirements  is  not  an  exact 
science,  but  an  estimate  of  probabilities  based  on  past  experience. 
Conditions  at  present  are  very  abnormal.  The  provision  for  de- 
preciation estimated,  if  reduced  by  the  $45,000  above  indicated, 
will  still  be  largely  in  excess  of  any  provision  made  by  the  com- 
pany in  recent  years,  and,  indeed,  at  any  time  in  the  past,  so 
far  as  is  shown  by  its  public  returns.  The  total  depreciation 
reserve  accumulated  from  past  operations  amounts  to  but  $128,- 
126.  'Under  the  circumstances,  the  allowance  is  generous.  If 
earned,  the  company  would  be  justified,  so  long  as  war  conditions 
continue,  in  using  it  at  once  for  such  rehabilitation, — in  other 
words,  for  the  replacing  of  worn-out  or  inefficient  property, — as 
may  be  necessary  or  desirable,  without  undertaking  to  set  up, 
for  the  present,  the  reserve  fund  for  future  needs  which  should, 
theoretically,  be  created. 

Revenue  and  Expense  Prospects: 

As  shown  by  the  table  already  presented,  operating  revenue 
increased  in  1917  a  little  less  than  4  per  cent.  In  view  of  con- 
ditions in  the  territory  served,  this  percentage  was  very  low. 
Springfield  has  been  a  center  of  munitions  activity,  and  without 
doubt  there  has  been  a  substantial  influx  of  population  since  the 
war  began.  In  addition,  the  presence  of  troops  at  Camp  Bart- 
lett  has  materially  increased  traffic  on  the  Wcstfield  line.  Under 
the  circumstances,  the  increase  in  revenue  has  been  much  less 
than  might  have  been  expected.  It  is  tnie  that  the  company 
has  suffered  from  active  jitney  competition  in  the  central  Spring- 
field district,  but  this  was  greatly  restricted  during  the  latter 
half  of  the  year  by  an  ordinance  passed  by  the  city  government. 
^Notwithstanding  this  competition,  it  seems  to  be  generally  agreed 
that  traffic  on  many  lines  has  been  very  heavy,  and  that  the 
overcrowding  of  cars  during  rush  hours  has  for  some  time  con- 
stituted a  grave  abuse. 

It  is  probable  that  poor  service  has  had  an  appreciable  effect  in 
limiting  revenue.    The  following  figures  are  significant : 


Year  Ended. 

Car  Miles. 

Car  Hours. 

Miles 
Per  Hour. 

December  31.  1916 

8,814,577 

957.54$) 

9.21 

December  31.  1917   

8,677,000            9r»5.4.'i4 

8.99 
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In  1917  the  number  of  car  miles  operated,  representing  accom- 
modations afforded  the  public,  decreased,  while  the  number  of 
car  hours  operated,  representing  the  labor  involved  in  providing 
the  accommodations,  increased.  Since  1913,  the  number  of  car 
miles  operated  per  car  hour  has  steadily  decreased  from  9.85 
miles  in  that  year  to  8,99  miles  in  1917.  This  is  a  poor  record, 
and,  while  it  is  no  doubt  true  that  the  company  has  been  the 
victim  of  conditions,  it  is  equally  true  that  this  is  one  of  the 
reasons  why  its  expenses  have  increased  so  rapidly  and  its  rev- 
enue relatively  so  slowly.  Overcrowding  of  cars  not  only  dis- 
courages traffic,  but  hinders  the  collection  of  fares,  and  makes  it 
difficult  to  secure  full  compensation  from  those  who  do  ride. 
Undoubtedly  there  is  much  latent  traffic  and  revenue  which  the 
company  is  not  getting.  If  jitney  competition  is  kept  under 
proper  restriction,  either  by  municipal  or  state  regulation,  and 
if  the  company  finds  it  possible  to  provide  better  service,  the 
possibility  of  adding  to  its  income  merely  through  the  growth  of 
traffic  is  large.  The  twenty  cars  recently  acquired  should  help 
to  bring  this  about,  and,  if  the  company  is  able  to  secure  still 
further  new  equipment  and  to  make  the  improvements  in  op- 
eration in  the  congested  central  district  which  are  discussed 
below,  still  more  can  be  accomplished. 

[4]  Aside  from  operating  economies,  prospects  with  refer- 
ence to  expense  are  dependent  upon  the  future  course  of  wages 
and  prices.  The  present  agreement  with  the  men  expires  in 
June  of  this  year,  and,  while  the  wages  paid  by  the  Springfield 
company  have  always  been  relatively  high  in  comparison  with 
most  Massachusetts  companies,  and  have  risen  rapidly  in  the  past 
few  years,  it  is  reasonable  to  assume,  under  present  conditions, 
that  a  further  increase  will  be  made  this  summer.  It  is  possible, 
however,  that  a  change  in  the  method  of  payment  might  be  made 
which  would  compensate,  in  part,  for  such  an  increase.  The 
Springfield  company  is  distinguished  from  all  other  street  rail- 
way companies  in  Massachusetts,  and,  indeed,  throughout  the 
country,  by  the  fact  that  it  pays  its  men  by  the  day,  rather  than 
by  the  hour.  Other  companies  frequently  have  a  minimum  daily 
wage ;  but  in  no  other  instance,  so  far  as  we  are  aware,  does  a 
man  receive  the  same  pay  each  day,  whether  he  works  one  hour 
or  nine.     If  the  wages  of  this  company  could  be  put  upon  the 
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hourlj  basis,  following  the  usual  practice,  even  if  a  comparatively 
high  minimum  daily  pay  were  established,  the  closer  adjustment 
of  compensation  to  actual  work  performed  would  be  of  distinct 
advantage. 

So  far  as  prices  of  materials  and  supplies  are  concerned,  no 
one  can,  of  course,  predict  the  future  with  confidence,  but  with 
more  stringent  government  regulations  in  effect  it  is  possible 
that  the  maximum  limit  may  have  been  reached.  The  company 
may  suffer  some  increase  in  operating  expense,  due  to  the  fact 
that  up  to  the  present  it  has  been  able  to  draw  certain  supplies 
from  stock  accumulated  when  prices  were  lower.  The  advancing 
prices,  however,  have  affected  street  railway  companies  more 
seriously  in  the  case  of  fuel  than  anything  else,  and  the  Spring- 
field company  will  be  relieved  from  this  burden  as  soon  as  the 
new  power  contract  goes  fully  into  effect. 

In  this  connection  it  may  be  argued  that  the  revised  deter- 
mination of  additional  revenue  required,  above  set  forth,  is  imf air 
to  the  company,  because  it  is  based  upon  operation  under  the 
new  power  contract,  which  may  not  go  wholly  into  effect  until 
December  of  this  year.  It  is  true  that  one  important  reason 
for  the  poor  financial  showing  of  the  company  in  1917  was  the 
large  cost  of  power,  produced  in  ineflScient  power  plants  with 
poor  coal  purchased  at  a  high  price;  and  that  the  company  is 
not  likely  to  enjoy,  during  the  current  year,  the  full  benefit  of 
the  reduced  operating  cost  which  the  new  contract  will  make 
possible.  On  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  desirable  that  an  increase 
in  fares  substantially  larger  than  the  evidence  would  otherwise 
warrant  should  be  made  merely  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  a 
situation  which  is  now  being  remedied  by  other  means  and  will 
be  entirely  remedied  before  the  year  is  over.  The  company  itself 
recognized  this  fact,  for  its  own  estimate  of  additional  revenue 
required  was  based  upon  operation  under  the  new  power  contract, 
rather  than  under  present  uneconomical  power  conditions. 

Operating  Economies: 

It  remains  to  consider  whether  expense  can  be  reduced  by 
economies  in  operation  or  management.  Much  evidence  on  this 
point  was  submitted,  both  by  the  company  and  by  the  remon- 
strants.   Early  in  1917  the  company  employed  Albert  S.  Richey, 
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an  electric  railway  engineer  of  Worcester,  to  make  a  traffic  survey 
and  general  report  on  street  railway  operation  in  the  Springfield 
district.  His  report,  which  was  made  to  the  company  in  April, 
was  later  filed  as  an  exhibit  in  the  form  of  a  printed  pamphlet 
of  116  pages,  accompanied  by  a  large  number  of  tabulations, 
records  of  observations,  and  graphic  charts.  As  a  part  of  his 
investigation^  a  detailed  traffic  survey  was  made  of  operations 
on  every  line  in  the  district  in  question  during  two  weeks  in 
January  and  February.  Since  the  traffic  of  the  company  has 
little  seasonal  variation,  it  was  felt  that  these  observations  were 
sufficiently  typical.  As  a  result  of  his  study,  Professor  Richey 
made  various  recommendations,  with  a  view  either  to  the  im- 
provement of  the  service  or  to  greater  economy  in  operation. 
Later  in  the  proceedings,  various  cities  and  towns  in  the  terri- 
tory surroimding  Springfield  employed  John  P.  Fox,  a  traffic 
and  transportation  expert  of  New  York  city,  to  examine  the 
property  and  present  methods  of  operation.  In  his  study  Mr. 
Fox  was  necessarily  much  more  limited,  both  in  time  and  in  the 
resources  at  his  command,  than  Professor  Richey,  but  he  also 
submitted  a  report  containing  numerous  recommendations. 

These  various  suggestions  which  have  thus  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  CcHnmission  may  be  divided  into  two  classes, 
those  which  can  be  made  with  existing  facilities  and  those  which 
require  the  expenditure  of  new  capital.  With  respect  to  the 
first  class,  the  following  may  be  said : 

(1)  With  the  limited  equipment  now  available  and  the  heavy 

traffic  in  the  Springfield  central  district,  the  problem  immediately 

confronting  the  operating  officials  of  the  road  is  to  make  the 

cars  do  as  much  work  as  possible.    In  1917,  the  figures  already 

presented  show  that  they  actually  did  less  work  than  in  1916, 

car  miles  decreasing  and  car  hours  increasing.    Such  a  tendency 

as  this  ought  to  be  corrected.    Perhaps  the  factor  of  most  vital 

importance  is  existing  congestion  in  the  neck  of  the  bottle  aloug 

Main  street,  the  central  business  thoroughfare  of  the  city.    Delay 

and  bunching  of  cars  at  this  crucial  point  slow  down  the  whole 

service,    roll    up   expense,    and    decrease   revenue.      Important 

recommendations  for  the  correction  of  this  condition  were  made 

by  Pn^fessor  Richey,  involving  action  both  by  the  company  and 

by  the  municipality.     Progress  has  been  made  along  the  lines 
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indicated,  especially  since  the  hearings  closed,  but  the  city  and 
the  company  have  been  slow  in  appreciating  tlie  importance  of 
this  matter  and  the  necessity  in  the  public  interest  of  dealing  with 
it  vigorously. 

[5]  The  parking  of  automobiles  on  the  street  in  the  congested 
territory  should  clearly  be  prohibited.  Traffic  regulations  should 
be  adjusted  and  enforced  in  every  feasible  way  to  facilitate 
street  car  operation.  Provision  should  be  made  for  safety  zones 
and  multiple-berth  stops,  and  the  company  should  station  street 
officials  at  the  worst  points  to  help  the  city  traflSc  officers  and 
accelerate  the  loading  and  unloading  of  cars,  perhaps  using  these 
men  also  as  outside,  front-end  fare  collectors  for  the  prepayment 
cars.  Nearly  all  these  changes  were  suggested  by  Professor 
Richey,  and  steps  are  now  being  taken  to  carry  them  into  effect. 
There  should  be  no  real  difficulty  in  securing  the  necessary  co- 
operation between  the  public  authorities  and  the  company,  if  both 
realize  the  advantages  to  be  gained.  The  present  overcrowding 
of  cars  in  rush  hours  is  so  serious  a  public  abuse,  and  the  cost  to 
the  company  of  delayed  service  is  so  great,  that  all  basis  for 
controversy  disappears.  Nothing  will  better  repay  all  parties 
concerned  than  immediate  steps  to  relieve  congestion  and  facil- 
itate car  movement  on  Main  street. 

[6]  (2)  Allied  to  this  is  reduction  in  the  number  of  stopping 
places.  At  the  time  when  Professor  Eichey's  report  was  made, 
the  average  spacing  between  stops  was  412  feet,  and  on  many 
lines  less  than  300  feet.  Considerable  improvement  has  been 
made  since  then,  but  apparently  the  opportunities  have  by  no 
means  been  eriiausted.  The  f^ct  that  limitation  of  stops  ex- 
pedites service,  enables  cars  to  perform  more  work  in  a  given  time 
and  passengers  to  travel  more  rapidly  to  destination,  and  saves 
power  and  fuel  as  well,  has  been  amply  demonstrated  by  the 
experience  of  other  companies.  The  public  authorities  in  Cleve- 
land point  with  pride  to  the  changes  of  this  character  in  that 
city.  Similar  changes  are  about  to  be  inaugurated  in  Washington, 
to  relieve  the  congestion  caused  by  the  sudden  influx  of  war 
population.  It  is  known  that  the  United  States  Fuel  Administra- 
tor in  considering  an  order,  for  the  purpose  of  conserving  fuel, 
restricting  stops  to  eight  per  mile  in  urban  districts,  six  per  mile 
in  suburban,  and  four  per  mile  in  interurban,  territory.     Com- 
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pared  with  this,  Professor  Richey's  recommendation  that  the 
spacing  throughout  the  settled  residential  districts  be  made  to 
conform  as  closely  as  possible  to  a  400-foot  minimum  and  a  500 
to  600-foot  maximum,  is  conservative.  Even  if  the  spacing  were 
made  800  feet^  the  maximum  distance  that  any  person  located 
on  a  car  line  would  have  to  walk  to  take  a  car  would  be  but  400 
feet,  and  even  this  inconvenience  could  be  reduced  by  sta^ering 
the  stops,  so  that  cars  going  in  one  direction  would  make  stops 
midway  between  those  made  by  cars  going  in  the  opposite  direc- 
tion. Without  doubt  changes  can  be  made  whose  net  resxdt  will 
be  improvement  in  service  and  substantial  saving  of  expense. 

[7]  (3)  In  1917,  the  company  consumed  3.82  kilowatt  hours 
of  electricity  for  every  car  mile  operated.  This  seems  high. 
Apart  from  character  and  condition  of  line  and  motor  equip- 
ment, the  amount  of  power  used  depends  largely  upon  the  m- 
struction  of  motormen.  Many  companies  have  been  able  to  effect 
substantial  savings  by  encouraging  the  men  to  use  the  controller 
in  the  best  way,  and  to  coast  as  large  a  proportion  of  the  time  as 
possible.  Various  methods  have  been  used  in  such  campaigns, 
and  the  results  have  been  suflSciently  favorable  so  that  this  means 
of  economizing  has  attracted  wide  attention  in  the  industry.  It 
does  not  appear  that  the  Springfield  company  has  as  yet  given 
this  matter  the  consideration  which  it  deserves.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  instruction  in  more  rapid  acceleration  and  bra.king. 
If  these  are  slow,  the  effect,  as  Professor  Richey  states  in  tis 
report,  is  precisely  the  same  as  an  increase  in  the  time  of  stop. 
His  recommendation,  that  a  campaign  of  education  be  carried 
on  among  the  motormen  for  the  purpose  of  improving  present 
practice,  has  not  been  followed. 

[8]   (4)  Another  method  of  economizing  and  of  adjusting 
service  to  traflSc  needs  is  the  operation  of  so-called  "short-line 
cars.    This  means  that  on  longer  lines  extending  from  a  tfaicWy 

■ 

settled  central  district  into  more  sparsely  settled  outlying  terri- 
tory certain  cars  are  operated  only  part  of  the  way  and  are  then 
turned  back.  By  this  means  more  frequent  service  is  given  -where 
it  is  needed,  without  oversupplying  the  rest  of  the  line.  Often 
the  long-haul  traffic  is  segregated  and  given  quicker  service  by 
operating  the  through  cars  "express'*  in  the  territory  where  the 
short-line  cars  are  operated.    Recommendations  that  adjustcoents 
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of  service  of  this  diaracter  be  made  were  included  in  Professor 
Richey's  report,  and  to  a  certain  extent  have  been  followed.  It 
is  probable,  however,  that  more  can  be  done  along  these  lines. 
While  the  company,  owing  to  the  day  rate  of  pay,  can  save  less 
expense  in  this  way  than  is  ordinarily  the  case,  it  can  utilize  its 
cars  to  better  advantage  and  improve  service  where  improvement 
is  most  needed. 

(5)  Mr.  Fox  suggested  that  the  company  take  one  car  out  of 
service  on  each  city  line  during  slack  hours.  The  saving  which 
could  be  effected  in  this  way  would  be  minimized  by  the  day  rate 
of  pay,  but  undoubtedly  there  would  be  some  saving.  The  com- 
pany should  average  to  furnish  at  least  a  seat  for  every  passenger 
in  the  nonrush  period,  but  Professor  Richey's  survey  indicated 
that  the  service  can  probably  be  somewhat  reduced  during  this 
period  without  departing  from  this  standard.  It  ought  not,  how- 
ever, to  be  reduced  in  the  arbitrary  manner  contemplated  by  Mr. 
Fox.  The  latter  also  suggested  that  the  fifty-three  single-truck 
box  cars  in  the  Springfield  division  might  be  used  in  the  rush 
hours  as  trailers,  after  removing  their  motors  and  electric  equip- 
ment. With  cars  properly  designed  for  the  purpose,  the  prin- 
ciple of  trailer  operation  is  sound,  but  the  Commission  is  not 
convinced,  upon  present  evidence,  that  the  use  of  these  old  cars 
in  the  manner  suggested  is  either  safe  or  otherwise  desirable.  It 
would  do  no  harm,  however,  to  prepare  one  car  for  such  use  in 
order  that  careful  tests  might  be  made. 

(6)  The  cost  of  maintaining  equipment  in  the  past  two  years 
has  been  high,  owing  to  inadequate  car  house  and  shop  facilities. 
It  has  even  been  necessary  at  times  to  have  work  done  under  con- 
tract by  outside  concerns.  The  opening  of  the  new  Hooker  street 
car  house,  however,  and  the  improvement  of  the  repair  shop  at 
Carew  street,  have  changed  this  situation ;  and  the  opinion  was 
expressed  by  Professor  Eichey  in  his  report  that  the  item  of 
car  maintenance  would  be  considerably  reduced  during  the  cur- 
rent year. 

(7)  One  item  of  operating  expense  which  has  been  exceeed- 

ingly  high  in  the  case  of  the  Springfield  company  has  been  the 

amount  charged  for  "injuries  and  damages."     The  following 

table  shows  the  percentage  of  transportation  revenue  charged  in 
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ears  for  this  purpose  by  the  ten  largest  companies  o£  tliA 


Company. 

Bay  State 

Berkshire    

Boston  Elevated    

Boston  &  Worcester 

Holvoke    

Masriiichusetts      Northeastern 

Middlesex  &  Boston  

Spnngficld    

['nion     

Worcester   Consolidated    . . . . 


Year  Ended 


June  30, 
1916. 


4.10 
1.65 
4.85 
2.68 
4.00 
3.44 
4.27 
740 
2.81 
6.00 


June 
19 


4.12 

4.23 

2.75 

4.S5' 

4.75 

4.70 

2.44 

2.22 

0.58 

6.81 

3.45 

3.45 

4.26 

3.45 

7.55 

7.05 

2.87 

2.87 

6.00 

5.00 

4.S3 
4.83 
4.84 
a.  57 
e.47 
4.92 
3.47 

2.86 
S.73 


Comparative  figures  are  not  available  for  1917,  but  in  that  yoar 
the  Springfield  charge  advanced  from  $175,658.44,  the  amoixii-t  in 
1916,  to  $227,691.83  equal  to  9.23  per  cent  of  transport  at: ion 
revenue,  an  extraordinarily  high  percentage.  Additional  ligkt 
is  thrown  by  the  following  table,  compiled  from  statistics  :f  Tir- 
nished  to  the  Commission  in  the  year  ended  December  31,  ZL.  0 16, 
showing  the  number  of  accidents  per  one  million  car  mil^as  op" 
era  ted : 


Killed    

Injured    

Boarding  and  alighting  accidents 
Total  accidents  reported  


Springfield. 


0.9 

131.8 

06.4 

405.7 


Boston 
EleYated« 


AU 

cha 
Com 


les. 


1.4 

86.6 

79.6 

840.7 


1.1 

fil.4 
»20.3 


It  IS  difficult  to  believe  that  the  charge  for  "injuries  and.     <J^^- 
ages"  will  remain,  in  the  case  of  the  Springfi.eld  compai3-y?'   ^ 
the  height  which  it  reached  in  1917,  or  that  it  is  impossil:>^^    - 
better  methods  of  operation  to  reduce  it  below  the  1916  lev^^-^' 

(8)  In  his  report  Professor  Richey  pointed  out  that,     '^^^^^ 
the  present  form  of  transfer,  the  privilege  may  easily  be  mi&^^^' 
since  one  form  of  transfer  is  used  for  all  lines  in  the  city.      Go^ 
practice  demands,  he  felt,  that  a  separate  form  of  transf ^^ 
used  for  each  route,  and  preferably  a  separate  form  for    ^^^ 
•direction  on  each  route. 

In  a  neighboring  city  similar  (jianges  and  a  more  rigid    ^^' 
forcement  of  transfer  regulations  resulted  in  a  net  decref^^  ^ 
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about  16  per  cent  in  transfer  passengers.  Assuming  results  only 
one  half  as  favorable  in  Springfield,  he  estimated  that  the  rev- 
enue of  the  company  could,  in  this  way,  be  increased  some 
$30,000  per  year,  an  estimate  which  he  regarded  as  "very  low." 
Although  this  recommendation  was  made  in  April,  1917,  it  has 
not  been  carried  out.  In  the  revised  determination  of  additional 
revenue  required,  given  above,  however,  allowance  has  been  made 
for  a  $30,000  gain  from  this  source. 

Passing  to  the  second  class  of  operating  economies  and  im- 
provements, where  new  capital  is  required,  numerous  suggestions 
were  made  to  the  Commission,  chiefly  involving  the  construction 
of  new  tracks  or  the  purchase  of  additional  equipment.  In  the 
past  few  years  the  company  has  made  good  progress  in  placing 
the  property  in  physical  condition  for  efficient  operation.  The 
unsatisfactory  power  situation,  which  was  growing  worse  every 
day,  has  been  corrected  by  the  new  contract,  so  that  there  is 
now  assurance  of  a  reliable  supply  at  a  favorable  rate,  as  well  as 
of  the  disposition  of  much  of  the  present  power  property.  Bad 
car  house  and  shop  conditions  in  Springfield  division  have  also 
been  improved,  and  it  remains  only  to  make  similar  improvement 
in  the  Westfield  and  Palmer  divisions.  Track  conditions  have 
been  bettered,  although  there  is  still  a  good  deal  to  be  done  in  this 
direction.  The  company  has  also  made  progress  in  modernizing 
its  equipment,  and  now  has  a  fair  number  of  cars  of  the  semi- 
convertible  and  prepayment  type. 

Aside  from  the  maintenance  work  necessary  to  bring  roadbed 
and  track  to  first-class  physical  condition,  additional  tracks  arc 
needed  at  various  points.  No  detailed  survey  has  been  made  by 
the  Commission,  enabling  it  to  specify  the  exact  work  of  this 
sort  which  should  be  done,  but  undoubtedly  double  tracking  is 
desirable  on  certain  streets,  and  would  enable  the  company  not 
only  to  furnish  better  service,  but  to  operate  with  enhanced 
economy.  It  may  also  be  advisable  to  lay  track  on  streets  where 
the  company  now  has  no  locations,  to  relieve  Main  street  of  a 
portion  of  its  burden,  and  to  make  suitable  connections  with  the 
proposed  new  bridge  over  the  Connecticut  river. 

Improvements  are  even  more  desirable  in  the  case  of  equip- 
ment. The  company  needs  more  cars,  and  it  should  also  provide 
for  the  gradual  replacement  of  rolling  stock  of  obsolete  type  with 
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more  modem  and  economical  equipment.  On  certain  lines,  either 
trailers  or  two-ear  trains  with  multiple-unit  control  can  be  op- 
erated with  economy  and  general  public  advantage.  The  same 
may  be  said  of  one-man  cars.  In  the  course  of  the  proceedings 
there  was  much  discussion  of  this  particular  type  of  equipment 
Mr.  Fox  went  so  far  as  to  urge  that  existing  cars  be  quite  gen- 
erally operated  with  one  man,  by  closing  up  the  rear  door  and 
making  other  minor  changes.  In  view  of  the  heavy  traffic  and 
the  present  accident  record,  the  Commission  is  unable  to  indorse 
this  suggestion,  but  clearly  one-man  car  operation  deserves  very 
serious  consideration  by  this  company.  There  are  lines  in  the 
Palmer  division  on  which  the  ser\'ice  is  now  very  infrequent  and 
inferior,  where  one-man  cars  could  probably  give  better  accommo- 
dations at  lower  expense,  and  this  is  true  of  the  Westfield  division 
and  doubtless  of  certain  lines  in  the  Springfield  division*  It  is 
also  possible  that  the  company  may  have  cars  which  can  be  re- 
constructed satisfactorily  for  ihia  purpose  at  relatively  smaU 
expense,  without  investing  in  wholly  new  equipment  The  Com- 
mission strongly  advises  that  this  question  be  given  inunediate 
and  careful  attention. 

Summing  up  the  matter  of  operating  economies,  there  is,  we 
believe,  much  that  the  company  can  do  with  its  present  property, 
and  without  spending  additional  capital  to  improve  service  and 
at  the  same  time  save  expense  and  increase' revenue,  especially 
if  it  is  given  proper  municipal  cooperation.    If  the  revenue  is 
sufficient,  there  are  replacements  of  cars  and  other  property 
which  should  gradually  be  made  which  will  add  still  more  to 
economy  and  efficiency  of  operation.    If  the  credit  of  the  comp^tvy 
can  be  restored,  additions  and  improvements  can  be  made  ^^ 
new  capital  which  will  tend  in  the  same  direction.    So  far  as  these 
changes  are  dependent  upon  the  expenditure  of  substantial  fiums 
of  money,  they  must  await  the  strengthening  of  the  comp^uiys 

■ 

financial  condition.  The  economies  and  improvements  of  service 
which  can  be  made  without  such  expenditure,  however,  sbiouW 
be  amply  sufficient  to  offset  any  increase  in  expense  which  niay 
come  during  the  current  year  from  advances  in  wages  or  in  prices 
of  materials  and  supplies.  Xeither  possibility  can  be  accurately 
appraised,  but  the  opportunities  to  reduce  expense  and  incTeas<^ 
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traffic  and  revenue  are  subetantial^  and,  if  they  are  followed  up 
vigorously,  good  results  should  be  achieved. 

Return  on  Investment: 

The  final  question  affecting  the  estimate  of  additional  revenue 
required  is  whether  the  allowance  made  for  a  return  on  invested 
capital  is  reasonable.  In  view  of  the  continuous  public  super- 
vision under  which  the  outstanding  securities  were  issued,  and 
the  comparatively  low  capitalization  per  mile,  the  conclusion  may 
fairly  be  reached  that  these  securities  originally  represented 
capital  honestly  and  prudently  invested,  upon  which  the  company, 
following  the  precedents  established  by  the  Commission  in  pre- 
vious cases,  would  be  entitled  to  a  full  return.  The  only  question 
is,  how  far  this  conclusion  should  be  modified,  if  at  all,  by  the 
existing  depreciation  of  the  property. 

The  general  rule  followed  by  the  Commission  has  been  to  make 
no  deduction  for  accrued  depreciation,  in  fixing  the  basis  for  a 
return,  unless  failure  to  provide  for  it  has  been  due  to  the  pay- 
ment of  unwarranted  dividends,  or  some  other  form  of  mis- 
management ;  and  the  expression  "unwarranted'^  has  been  inter- 
preted to  mean  dividends  greater  than  what  has  been  termed  an 
"investment  rate  on  money"  (see  Re  Holyoke  Street  E.  Co.  5 
Mass.  P.  S.  C.  91,  92,  P.U.R1918B,  212).  In  this  instance  the 
company  for  many  years,  and  until  1911,  paid  dividends  of  8 
per  cent.  Beginning  in  1896,  however,  premiums  were  paid  in 
on  the  issue  of  new  stock,  so  that  the  return  on  the  actual  cash 
invested  has  been  materially  less  than  8  per  cent.  Since  1900, 
it  has  been  less  than  6^  per  cent;  since  1907,  less  than  6  per  cent; 
and  in  the  past  twenty-one  months,  less  than  1^  per  cent.  A 
substantial  amount  of  the  stock  was  issued  at  the  high  price  of 
$170  per  share.  While  the  company,  therefore,  can  by  no  means 
be  absolved  from  blame  for  its  failure  to  provide  adequately  for 
depreciation,  there  are  mitigating  circumstances.  In  view  of 
the  prices  at  which  stock  has  been  issued,  the  company  would, 
aside  from  this  question  of  depreciation,  be  fairly  entitled  to 
maintain  a  rate  of  8  per  cent  on  par.  In  the  revised  estimate 
of  additional  revenue  required,  allowance  has  been  made,  instead, 
for  a  stock  return  of  6  per  cent  on  total  cash  invested, — the 
equivalent  of  about  7.1  per  cent  on  par.    In  view  of  all  condi- 
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tions^  this  might  well  be  r^arded  as  too  liberal ;  but  there  is  so 
much  uncertainty  as  to  the  revenue  which  any  increase  in  rates 
will  produce  and  the  actual  results  in  other  cases  have  so  gen- 
erally fallen  below  the  estimates  that,  for  present  purposes,  it 
may  reasonably  be  allowed  to  stand. 

Summary: 

Summarizing  this  phase  of  the  matter,  our  conclusions,  so  far 
as  the  estimate  of  additional  revenue  required  is  concerned,  are 
as  follows: 

(1)  The  further  allowance  for  depreciation,  over  and  above 
the  amount  expended  or  set  aside  for  this  purpose  in  1917, 
AA'hich  is  included  in  this  estimate,  is  too  high  by  about  $45,000. 

(2)  While  there  is  reasonable  prospect  that  expense  may  be 
relatively  increased  in  the  current  year,  by  reason  of  advances  in 
wages  and  prices,  the  opportunities  for  reducing  expense  and 
increasing  traffic,  without  the  use  of  additional  capital,  are  at 
least  a  sufficient  offset. 

(3)  The  return  on  invested  capital  allowed  in  the  estimate 
is  not  less  than  is  fair  and  reasonable. 

For  the  purpose  of  considering  the  increase  in  fares  proposed 
by  the  company,  the  amount  of  additional  revenue  justly  and 
reasonably  required  may,  therefore,  be  placed  in  round  figures 
at  $400,000.  In  view  of  the  probability  that  the  present  general 
court,  upon  recommendation  of  the  Street  Railway  Investigation 
Commission,  may  at  least  reduce  the  burden  imposed  by  the 
present  excise  tax  and  subject  jitney  competition  to  state  regula- 
tion and  restriction,  this  estimated  "amount  may  be  regarded  as 
liberal. 

Financial  Results  by  Divisions: 

Upon  request  of  the  Commission,  evidence  was  submitted  by 
the  company  as  to  the  financial  results  from  operation  in  the 
three  divisions.  No  such  segregation  is  made  in  the  accoimts 
kept  by  the  company,  but  a  special  study  was  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  developing  this  information  for  the  year  ended  June  30, 
1916.  The  investment  in  the  Palmer  division  was  separated  by 
taking  the  capitalization  of  the  Springfield  &  Eastern  Company, 
at  the  time  of  consolidation,  and  adding  additions  and  improve- 
ments made  in  that  division  since  that  date ;  and  a  similar  process 
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was  followed  in  the  Westfield  division,  starting  with  the  capi- 
talization of  the  Western  Massachusetts  Company  at  the  time  of 
consolidation.  Receipts  and  expenses  in  many  cases  could  be 
accurately  apportioned,  but  it  was  necessary  to  pft^rate  certain 
items  on  a  car-mile  or  other  suitable  basis.  The  following  table 
shows  the  investment  in  each  division;  the  income  available  for 
a  return  upon  the  investment,  either  in  the  form  of  interest  or  of 
dividends;  and  the  percentage  relation  which  this  income  bears 
to  investment: 


Division. 

Investment. 

Income. 

Per  Cent. 

Springfield 
VVesttield     . 

$5,348,745 
1,033,235 
1,513,672 

$350,768 
36,211 
28,054 

6  50 

3  50 

Palmer     

1.85 

The  striking  thing  about  this  table  is  that  it  shows  that  the 
Springfield  division,  notwithstanding  the  long  rides  which  are 
possible  for  the  5-cent  fare,  was  producing  very  fair  financial 
results  as  recently  as  the  year  ended  .June  30,  1916.  It  also 
brings  out  very  clearly  the  fact  that  the  share  for  share  consoli- 
dations with  outlying  roads,  effected  under  the  auspices  of  the 
New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Eailroad  Company,  have 
been  one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the  financial  difficulties  of  the 
Springfield  Street  Eailway  Company. 

Certain  evidence  was  offered  by  the  remonstrants  tending  to 
show  that  the  lines  in  the  outer  divisions  pay  better  than  the 
above  table  would  indicate.  This  evidence,  however,  was  based 
on  car-hour  earnings,  which  are  often  misleading  unless  consid- 
ered in  connection  with  car-mile  earnings  and  earnings  per  mile 
of  track.  AVhile  the  figures  given  above  are  only  approximations, 
the  history  of  the  Springfield  &  Eastern  and  the  Western  Massa- 
chusetts companies,  together  with  the  present  showing  of  lines 
similarly  located  in  other  parts  of  the  state,  leads  the  Commis- 
sion to  believe  that  they  may  be  accepted  as  reasonably  correct. 

The  Increases  in  Fares. 

From  the  conclusions  already  reached  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
problem  before  the  Commission  is  to  permit  this  company  to 
increase  its  fares  in  such  a  way  that  it  may  have  reasonable  ex- 
pectation of  securing  about  $400,000  additional  revenue  and,  at 
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the  same  time,  to  spread  this  burden  equitably  among  its  patrons. 
It  will  also  be  seen  that  this  problem  has  two  dearlj  defined 
phases.  The  situation  in  the  Palmer  and  Westfield  divisions, 
with  their  interurban  and  rural  lines,  differs  radically  from  the 
situation  in  the  Springfield  division,  and  the  method  of  treatment 
proposed  by  the  company  is  not  the  same. 

Palmer  and  Westfield  Divisions: 

[9]  The  method  of  raising  fares  proposed  in  these  outlying 
divisions  is  to  increase  the  unit  rate  from  5  cents  to  6  cents  and 
abolish  most  of  the  existing  overlaps.  The  latter  change  would 
cause  passengers  to  pay  a  double  or  a  treble  fare  in  certain  cases 
where  they  now  pay  a  single  fare.  The  company  estimates  that 
the  gain  from  the  introduction  of  the  6-cent  rate  would  be  $39,- 
426,  and  from  the  abolition  of  the  overlaps,  $22,024, — ^a  total  of 
$61,450.  In  preparing  this  estimate,  allowance  was  made  for  a 
loss  of  8  per  cent  in  riding,  where  only  the  increase  in  unit  fare 
would  be  involved,  and  a  loss  of  15  per  cent  where  the  payment 
of  an  additional  fare  would  be  necessary.  Judged  by  the  expe- 
rience of  other  companies,  these  allowances  are  not  excessive. 
The  estimate  was  based,  however,  on  the  riding  in  the  year  ended 
June  30,  1916,  and  the  passenger  revenue  of.  the  company  in 
1917  was  8J  per  cent  larger.  Assuming  this  to  be  the  measure 
of  the  increase  in  these  two  divisions,  the  total  estimate  becomes 
$66,559,  instead  of  $61,460. 

Even  upon  this  revised  basis,  it  is  evident  that  the  increase  is 
not  too  large  from  a  revenue  standpoint.  If  the  income  of  the 
company  in  these  two  divisions  had  been  $66,559  larger  in  the 
year  ended  June  30,  1916,  it  would  have  earned,  according  to 
the  table  already  presented,  only  a  little  more  than  5  per  cent  on 
its  investment,  and  this  makes  no  allowance  for  depreciation  re- 
quirements and  the  subsequent  advance  of  wages  and  prices.  It 
is  also  evident  that  an  increase  in  the  unit  fare  alone,  from  5 
cents  to  6  cents,  would  produce  most  inadequate  results.  With- 
out the  abolition  of  overlaps,  the  estimate  of  gain  would  be  re- 
duced to  $42,603. 

The  abolition  of  the  overlaps,  however,  would  have  very  unde- 
sirable and  unjust  consequences.  Taken  in  connection  with  the 
increase  in  the  unit  fare,  it  would  mean  that  for  certain  rides, 
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although  the  distance  traveled  might  be  small,  the  charge  would 
be  increased  from  5  cents  to  12  cents.  In  a  few  cases,  for  longer 
rides,  it  would  be  increased  from  5  cents  to  18  cents.  It  needs 
no  argument  to  prove  that  such  increases  as  these  would  be  great- 
ly resented  by  the  population  served.  Disregarding  considera- 
tions of  equity,  it  is  at  least  doubtful  whether  the  result  would 
be  advantageous  to  the  company.  The  traffic  loss  of  15  per  cent, 
which  has  been  estimated,  is  conservative.  Rather  than  pay  a 
fare  140  per  cent  or,  in  some  cases,  260  per  cent  higher,  patrons 
would  in  many  cases  walk  where  they  now  ride,  and  if  any  con- 
siderable number  of  workingmen  were  affected  at  any  point  jitney 
competition  would  almost  surely  develop. 

The  existing  overlaps,  it  seems,  have  come  into  existence  grad- 
ually and  by  a  very  natural  process.  There  is  nothing  unusual 
about  them,  for  they  are  found  on  practically  all  lines  in  the 
state  where  there  are  successive  zones  in  each  of  which  a  5-cent 
or  larger  fare  is  charged.  They  are  the  only  means,  imder  such 
conditions,  whereby  the  injustice  can  be  avoided  of  charging  a 
double  fare  for  short  rides  from  one  zone  to  another.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  are  not  to  be  abolished,  and  if  the  existing 
system  of  charging  is  to  be  preserved,  the  only  possible  means  of 
securing  the  additional  revenue  necessary  in  these  divisions  is  to 
increase  the  unit  fare  beyond  6  cents,  to  7  cents  or  even  to  8 
cents,  an  expedient  which  experience  has  shown  to  be  of  doubtful 
wisdom. 

Faced  by  this  situation,  the  only  other  alternative  is  to  adopt 
an  entirely  different  system  of  charging.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
there  is  very  little  to  commend  in  the  present  system.  It  is  full 
of  inconsistencies  and  discriminations,  and  has  no  logical  or 
scientific  basis.  The  fact,  already  stated,  that  in  the  Palmer  di- 
vision the  zones  vary  from  7.42  miles  to  1.70  miles  in  length,  and 
in  the  Westfield  division  from  9.09  miles  to  1.05  miles,  is  suffi- 
cient evidence  of  this  fact.  The  abolition  of  the  overlaps  would 
merely  make  a  situation  which  is  already  bad  considerably  worse. 
The  new  system  of  charging  which  is  being  introduced  gradually 
on  interurban  lines  in  this  commonwealth  and  elsewhere  is  far 
more  logical  and  has  the  advantage  of  causing  each  passenger  to 
pay  for  approximately  the  service  that  he  receives,  and  no  more. 

Under  this  system,  which  has  been  called  the  "copper  zone'* 
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plan,  the  road  is  divided  into  sections  of  approximately  1  mile 
each,  and  rates  are  based  on  a  certain  ckarge  per  section.  Usu- 
ally this  is  2  cents,  but  it  may  be  made  1^  cents  or  2^  cents,  or, 
indeed,  any  other  rate.  When  the  passenger  boards  a  car  he  tells 
the  conductor  his  destination  and  pays  a  fare  based  on  the  dis- 
tance to  ]|je  covered,  receiving  a  voucher  in  return.  Thus,  if  his 
journey  is  within  five  diflFerent  sections  and  the  rate  is  2  cents 
per  mile,  he  pays  a  fare  of  10  cents.  Usually  a  minimum  fare 
is  established  of  5  cents  or  6  cents.  At  the  end  of  his  journey 
the  passenger  surrenders  his  voucher. 

The  advantages  of  this  plan  are  obvious.  Instead  of  progress- 
ing in  violent  jumps  of  6  cents  each,  as  under  the  system  pro- 
posed by  the  company,  fares  would  gradually  advance,  according 
to  the  distance  traveled,  by  small  steps,  so  that  between  6  cents 
and  12  cents  there  would  be,  for  example,  intermediate  fares  of 
8  cents  and  10  cents.  A  disadvantage,  on  the  other  hand,  is  that 
it  imposes  a  somewhat  difficult  task  upon  the  conductor  in  the 
collection  of  fares,  and  one  that  is  particularly  difficult  when 
open  cars  are  used,  or  if  a  large  number  of  passengers  board  the 
car  at  any  one  point.  It  cannot  be  said  that  the  plan  is  yet  be- 
yond the  experimental  stage,  but  the  experiment  is  promising, 
and  one,  in  our  judgment,  which  very  clearly  deserves  encourage- 
ment 

In  the  present  instance  the  inconsistencies  and  disadvantages 
of  the  system  now  in  use  are  so  great,  and  would  be  so  accentuated 
by  the  changes  proposed  by  the  company,  that  there  is  more  than 
ordinary  reason  for  trying  this  new  plan.  In  the  judgment  of 
the  Commission  it  should  be  adopted,  at  least  for  a  trial  period. 
What  the  results  would  be  from  the  revenue  standpoint  it  is  im- 
possible to  estimate  from  any  data  now  in  the  possession  of  the 
Commission.  If  the  rate  were  placed  at  2  cents  per  mile,  the 
average  charge  per  mile  for  through  traffic  on  the  interurban  line 
from  Brimfield  to  Springfield  would  be  higher  than  the  1.74  cents 
under  the  plan  proposed  by  the  company.  On  the  similar  line 
from  Westfield  to  Huntington  it  would  also  be  slightly  increased. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  mileage  plan  would  reduee  the  charge  for 
many  local  rides,  particularly  in  the  town  of  Palmer ;  but  there 
should  be  less  falling  off  in  riding.  Upon  the  evidence,  the  com- 
pany might  be  justified  in  placing  the  rate  somewhat  higher  than 
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2  cents  per  mile^  or  in  securing  equivalent  results  by  making  the 
length  of  the  zones  somewhat  shorter  than  1  mile.  We  believe, 
however,  that  it  would  be  wiser  to  inaugurate  the  new  system, 
with  the  exception  noted  below,  upon  the  basis  of  a  straight  rate 
of  2  cents  per  mile,  with  a  minimum  charge  of  6  cents  for  any 
ride  covering  not  more  than  three  zones.  Experience  has  shown 
that  it  is  difficult  to  secure  substantial  increases  in  revenue  from 
lines  of  the  character  which  make  up  these  two  divisions,  and 
that,  when  rates  are  placed  too  high,  the  increase  may  prove 
largely  theoretical 

Departure  from  a  uniform  application  of  the  plan  should,  in 
our  opinion,  be  made  in  one  respect.  The  town  of  Westfield  is 
large  enough  to  deserve  treatment  following  the  urban  practice. 
In  other  words,  it  is  entitled  to  a  uniform  fare,  with  free  trans- 
fer privileges,  within  a  territory  reasonably  limited.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  it  would  be  difficult  to  apply  a  mileage-zone  plan  to 
the  short  local  lines  in  this  town.  Our  recommendation,  there- 
fore, is  that  Westfield  be  given  a  uniform  local  fare  of  6  cents, 
covering  all  short  lines  in  the  thickly  settled  district,  extending 
as  far  as  the  town  boundary  on  the  line  to  Springfield  as  far  as 
St.  Mary^s  cemetery  on  the  line  to  Holyoke,  and  appi'oximately 

3  miles  out  on  the  line  to  Huntington.  In  laying  out  a  system 
of  this  sort,  it  is  often  desirable,  instead  of  measuring  off  the 
miles  with  mathematical  accuracy,  to  make  certain  adjustments, 
so  that  the  limits  will  fall  at  convenient  points,  making  the  zones 
slightly  more  than  1  mile  in  length  in  some  cases  and  slightly  less 
in  others.  In  preparing  its  tariff,  such  adjustments  may  be  made 
by  the  company,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Conmiission.  Pro- 
vision should  also  be  made  in  the  tariff  so  that,  in  journeys  be- 
tween points  in  the  Springfield  division  or  the  Westfield  6-cent 
zone  and  points  in  mileaf^e  territory,  the  minimum  fare  shall  not 
apply  in  the  latter.  In  riding  from  a  point  in  the  center  of  West- 
field,  for  example,  to  a  point  in  the  first  mileage  zone  on  the 
Huntington  line,  the  fare  should  be  6  cents  plus  2  cents,  or  a 
total  of  8  cents,  rather  than  6  cents  plus  the  minimum  mileage 
fare  of  6  cents,  or  12  cents  in  all. 

Springfield  Division: 

In  the  Springfield  division,  comprising  the  city  of  Springfield 
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and  the  adjoining  territory  within  the  present  single-fare  limits^ 
the  company  proposes  an  inner  zone  and  an  outer  zone,  in  each 
of  which  a  5-cent  fare  would  be  charged.  This  proposal  aroused 
intense  ^antagonism  from  the  city  of  Chioopee  and  the  towns  sur- 
rounding Springfield ;  and  it  was  strongly  urged  at  the  hearings 
that  a  straight  6-cent  fare  within  the  present  limits,  or  even  a 
higher  fare,  would  be  vastly  preferable  to  the  plan  proposed  by 
the  company.  Before  taking  this  matter  up  in  any  detail,  there- 
fore, it  will  be  well  to  consider  whether  or  not  any  plan  of  this 
general  character,  embodying  the  introduction  of  some  new  zone 
or  zones,  is  desirable. 

The  present  5-cent  fare  territory  is  undoubtedly  very  large. 
There  is  no  city  in  New  England,  except  Boston,  which  compares 
with  Springfield  in  this  respect.  Longer  rides  can  be  obtained 
for  a  nickel,  indeed,  than  in  many  cities  throughout  the  country 
with  much  larger  populations.  Conditions  have,  in  many  re- 
spects, been  very  favorable  for  such  development.  In  the  case  of 
the  lines  running  to  Chicopee,  for  example,  large  centers  of  popu- 
lation exist  at  both  ends,  and  in  between  there  is  opportunity  for 
comparatively  high  speed  operation.  In  the  rush  hours,  traffic 
moves  in  almost  equal  volume  in  both  directions.  Similar  condi- 
tions exist  on  the  lines  to  Holyoke,  Westfield,  and  Indian  Or- 
chard. The  chief  factor,  however,  which  makes  long  rides  pos- 
sible is  the  short-haul  traffic.  While  the  company's  estimate  that 
the  average  passenger  rides,  including  transfers,  but  2.88  miles 
was  based  on  observations  covering  the  operations  of  but  one  day 
on  each  line,  allowance  may  be  made  for  a  large  margin  of  error 
without  affecting  the  conclusion  that  the  short-haul  rider  really 
pays  for  the  long  hauls,  and  that  without  him  the  broad  expan- 
sion of  the  5-cent  fare  area  would  have  been  impossible. 

Objection  to  the  introduction  of  any  form  of  "zone  system'' 
and  to  the  limitation  of  the  present  uniform  fare  plan  of  opera- 
tion in  the  Springfield  division  seems  to  be  based,  very  largely, 
upon  the  feeling  that,  if  the  company  needs  additional  revenue, 
the  burden  ought  not  to  be  thrown  entirely  upon  the  outlying 
territory,  and  that  the  central  district  of  Springfield  ought  to 
carry  its  share  of  the  load.  While  this  feeling  is  not  unnatural, 
it  arises  from  a  misconception  of  the  situation.  A  "zone  system'^ 
would  retain  the  5-cent  fare  for  the  shorter  rides,  not  only  in 
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the  central  district,  but  in  the  outlying  territory  as  well.  People 
living  in  Chicopee  or  Indian  Orchard,  for  example,  could  reach 
their  local  mills  and  stores  without  paying  an  increased  fare.  On 
the  other  hand,  those  who  live  in  the  inner  zone  and  work  in  the 
outlying  territory  would  pay  an  additional  charge  in  exactly  the 
same  way  as  those  who  live  outside  and  work  or  do  business  in 
the  central  district;  and  the  evidence  indicates  that  on  some 
lines,  at  least,  there  is  about  as  much  movement  of  this  character 
in  one  direction  as  in  the  other.  In  other  words,  the  burden 
under  the  "zone  system"  would  be  thrown  upon  the  long  rider,  as 
distinguished  from  the  short  rider,  rather  than  upon  the  people 
living  in  any  particular  territory,  as  distinguished  from  those 
who  reside  in  another.  If  the  inner  zone  derived  any  relative 
advantage  from  the  introduction  of  such  a  system,  it  would  be 
due  to  the  fact  that  there  happens  to  be  a  larger  proportion  of 
short-haul  riding  in  that  territory. 

[10]  It  was  also  urged  that  the  suburban  territory  has  been 
built  up  under  the  uniform  fare  system,  with  the  understanding 
that  this  system  was  established,  and  not  likely  to  be  disturbed ; 
and  that  under  the  circumstances  a  departure  from  this  system 
would  be  unjust  and  prejudicial  to  those  who  live  in  this  terri- 
tory, and  especially  to  the  owners  of  real  estate.  The  fear  that 
a  "zone  system"  would  have  any  substantial  influence  upon  land 
values  in  these  districts  is  not,  we  believe,  well  founded.  But 
even  if  it  should  have  such  an  effect  it  is  no  doubt  a  fact  that  the 
extension  of  street  railway  lines  into  this  territory  materially 
increased  these  values  in  the  past,  and  that  landowners  have  en- 
joyed and  profited  by  this  "unearned  increment."  If  they  should 
be  deprived  of  some  slight  measure  of  this  increment  by  an  at- 
tempt to  apportion  the  mounting  cost  of  street  railway  service 
more  nearly  in  accordance  with  the  service  furnished,  they  would 
have  no  reasonable  ground  of  complaint.  There  has,  in  this  in- 
stance, been  no  contract  that  fares  would  continue  for  any  period 
of  time  upon  the  uniform  basis,  such  as  has  existed  in  the  Boston 
district. 

[11]  The  substitution  of  a  6-cent  fare  for  the  present  5-cent 
fare  in  the  Springfield  division  would  undoubtedly  be  the  easiest 
and  simplest  method  of  dealing  with  the  situation,  and  it  is  quite 
possible  that  it  might  meet  with  less  open  and  immediate  criticism 
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than  any  other.  It  is  aUo  true  that  there  are  difficulties  iu  the 
application  of  a  zone  system,  and  that  no  practicable  system  of 
fares  can  be  devised  which  will  be  entirely  free  from  inconsisten- 
cies or  minor  discriminations.  The  rates  and  charges  of  every 
public  utility,  whether  privately  or  publicly  operated,  are  open 
to  such  criticism  to  a  greater  or  less  extent;  and  this  cannot 
wholly  be  avoided.  The  duty  of  a  supervising  commission  is  to 
adjust  rates,  so  far  as  it  can,  in  the  way  which  will  produce  the 
best  net  results  for  the  community,  considering  not  only  the  pres- 
ent, but,  to  a  reasonable  degree,  the  future.  The  easiest  way  is 
not  always  the  best,  and  experience  has  shown  pretty  clearly  that 
there  are  serious  objections  to  a  straight  increase  in  fare  in  urban 
territory,  such  as  is  included  within  the  Springfield  division. 

Short-haul  traffic  is  the  most  profitable  that  a  street  railway 
company  can  have,  and  it  is  also  the  traffic  that  is  most  difficult 
to  secure  and  retain,  and  the  most  sensitive  to  poor  service  or 
unfavorable  rates.  It  is  a  simple  matter  for  most  short  riders  in 
cities  to  walk,  rather  than  use  the  cars,  and  jitneys  can  carry 
them  with  profit  at  a  5-cent  fare,  if  the  street  railway  is  not  in 
a  position  to  do  so.  However  willing  the  general  public  may  be 
to  concede  that  a  street  railway  company  is  entitled  to  additional 
revenue,  and  however  trifling  an  increase  in  fare  from  5  cents 
to  6  cents  may  appear  in  comparison  with  the  advance  in  prices 
of  most  commodities  in  common  use  since  the  war  began,  expe- 
rience  has  seemed  to  demonstrate,  and  street  railway  managers 
are  very  generally  of  the  opinion,  that  such  an  increase  discour- 
ages short-haul  riding,  encourages  competition,  and  appreciably 
diminishes  the  kind  of  traffic  which  it  is  particularly  desirable  to 
attract. 

The  importance  to  the  public,  as  well  as  to  the  company,  of 
doing  everything  that  can  be  done  to  hold  and  increase  this  short- 
haul  business,  is  obvious.  Looking  into  the  future,  such  business 
may  be  the  determining  factor  which  will  make  possible  a  gen- 
eral reduction  of  fares,  or,  if  conditions  become  still  more  un- 
favorable, prevent  a  further  increase.  The  best  means  of  devet 
oping  it  is  clearly  to  retain  a  low  minimum  fare.  If  a  straight 
raise  to  6  cents  were  made,  and  results  did  not  prove  satisfactory, 
the  next  step  would  be  a  7-cent  fare,  which  would  have  an  even 
more  unfavorable  effect  upon  short-haul  traffic     On  the  other 
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hand^  a  5-cent  fare  is  convenient  and  popular,  encourages  riding, 
and  is  an  excellent  weapon  with  which  to  meet  jitney  competition. 
If  there  was  anything  inherently  unjust  in  retaining  a  6-cent 
minimum,  the  considerations  thus  mentioned  would  have  less 
^veight.  Equity,  however,  seems  chiefly  on  its  side.  The  short 
rider  has  been  discriminated  against,  up  to  the  present  time. 
Five  cents  is  ample,  in  urban  territory,  to  cover  the  cost  of  this 
service,  and  if  a  readjustment  should  be  made  which  would  retain 
that  fare  for  the  shorter  distances  and  require  the  long-haul  rider 
to  pay  a  charge  more  nearly  proportional  to  the  cost  of  carrying 
him,  certainly  no  injustice  would  be  done.  Under  the  circum- 
stances the  Commission  is  of  the  present  opinion  that  some  form 
of  "zone  system"  will,  on  the  whole,  produce  better  results  for 
the  community  than  the  adoption  of  a  uniform  6-cent  fare.  Wo 
realize  the  practical  difficulties  in  the  application  and  operation 
of  such  a  system,  and  that  experience  as  yet  is  so  limited  that  no 
one  can  positively  affirm  that  expectations  will  be  realized.  The 
theoretical  advantages,  however,  are  sufficiently  important  so  that 
we  feel  that  the  experiment  should  be  tried,  upon  the  clear  un- 
derstanding, however,  that  it  is  an  experiment,  subject  to  future 
change,  if,  at  the  end  of  a  reasonable  period  of  time,  results  are 
not  what  they  should  be. 

Approval  of  the  introduction  of  a  "zone  system,^'  however,  is 
not  the  same  thing  as  approval  of  the  particular  "zone  system" 
which  the  company  has  proposed.  The  plan  contained  in  the 
schedule  filed  is  objectionable  in  vital  respects. 

In  the  first  place,  if  the  estimate  of  the  company  is  correct, 
this  plan  would  produce  substantially  more  revenue  than  the 
amount  which  has  been  shown  above  to  be  reasonably  required. 
The  estimate  is  $477,762,  and  this  was  based  on  the  traffic  in 
the  year  ended  June  30,  1916.  Using  the  traffic  in  the  calendar 
year  1917,  the  amount  is  increased  to  nearly  $620,000, — to  be 
secured  from  this  one  division.  The  Commission's  estimate  of 
additional  revenue  required  is  $400,000  for  the  entire  system. 
Assuming  that  $60,000  can  be  obtained  from  the  outlying  divi- 
sions, this  makes  the  amount  assessable  against  the  Springfield 
division  about  $840,000,  a  considerably  smaller  sum  than  that 
contemplated  by  the  company. 

In  the  second  place,  the  zone  plan  proposed  is  &ot  well  consid- 
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ored.  The  fare  jumps  abruptly  from  5  cents  to  10  cents,  with- 
out any  intermediate  gradations,  creating  the  same  undesirable 
conditions  which  have  led  to  the  development  of  the  overlapping 
zones  in  the  Palmer  and  Westfield  sections.  So  far  as  we  are 
aM^are,  this  is  the  first  time  that  an  attempt  has  been  made  in 
this  country  to  split  an  urban  single-f are  territory  in  this  some- 
what violent  fashion.  The  advisability  of  progressing  by  com- 
paratively small  steps  from  the  minimum  to  the  maximum  fare 
has  very  generally  been  recognized. 

It  is  not  difficult  to  eliminate  the  company's  plan  from  consid- 
oration,  but  it  is  more  difficult  to  determine  upon  a  proper  sub- 
stitute. The  first  necessary  step  is  to  fix  upon  the  limits  of  the 
inner  zone.  The  central  district,  in  our  judgment,  ought  to  carry 
somewhat  more  than  its  share  of  the  load.  While  certain  of  the 
surrounding  municipalities  have  clearly  defined  industrial  intei^ 
csts  of  their  own,  and  are  not  mere  suburban  residential  towns^ 
Springfield  is  the  general  business  center,  and  its  traffic  is  fed 
from  the  adjoining  communities.  Possibly  a  mathematical  for- 
mula Inight  be  derived  for  fixing  the  limits  so  as  to  secure  the 
results  desired,  but  the  Commission  has  been  imable  to  hit  upon 
such  a  formula,  and  must  depend  upon  general  judgment  In 
our  opinion,  the  limits  proposed  by  the  company  are  not  far  out 
of^the  way.  They  vary  on  the  through  lines  from  2.3  miles  from 
Court  square  to  3.6  miles,  and  average  about  3.2  miles.  Greater 
uniformity  would  be  desirable,  but  the  variations  are  not  so  great 
as  the  variations  in  the  length  of  riding  now  possible  on  the  dif- 
ferent lines  for  the  uniform  5-cent  fare,  and,  upon  analysis,  it 
appears  that  they  have  not  been  established  arbitrarily,  but  in 
the  exercise  of  reasonable  discrimination. 

The  limit  nearest  to  Court  square,  for  example,  is  on  the 
Brightwood  line  to  Chicopee,  and  is  fixed  at  a  distance  of  about 
2.3  miles.  This  point  was  chosen,  however,  because  it  is  on  the 
boundary  line  between  the  two  cities.  If  it  was  placed  farther 
out,  Chicopee  would  not  have  the  advantage  of  a  5-cent  fare  with- 
in its  own  limits ;  and  it  also  appears  that  the  territory  for  some 
considerable  distance  beyond  the  boundary  is  sparsely  settled,  so 
that  there  would  be  small  advantage  in  any  event.  Similar  con- 
ditions governed  the  fixing  of  the  limits  on  the  Glenwood  and 
Liberty  street  lines  to  Chioopee  and  Chicopee  Falls.    The  limit 
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at  the  greatest  distance  is  on  the  St.  James  avenue  line,  being 
placed  about  3.6  nules  from  Court  square.  In  this  case  it  was 
extended  to  the  large  Westinghouse  plant,  since  it  was  thought 
desirable  that  the  workingmen  should  be  able  to  reach  this  plant 
from  either  direction  for  a  single  fare,  a  conclusion  in  which  we 
concur.  On  the  whole,  the  Commission  is  not  disposed,  for  the 
present,  to  disturb  the  limits  as  fixed  by  the  company.  Actual 
experience  may  develop  valid  reasons  for  making  some  adjust- 
ments in  certain  instances,  and  the  matter  will  be  regarded  as 
open  for  future  consideration,  without  prejudice,  after  such  ex- 
perience has  been  secured. 

In  the  case  of  the  outer  zone  there  are  two  different  methods 
by  which  a  gradation  of  fares  can  be  established  between  the 
minimum  and  the  maximum.  Provision  can  be  made  for  succes- 
sive concentric  sections,  in  each  of  which  a  small  additional  cash 
fare  of  1  or  2  cents. would  be  charged,  or  the  cash  fare  can  be 
allowed  to  remain  on  the  basis  proposed  by  the  company,  and 
provision  can  be  made  for  intermediate  steps  through  the  sale  of 
tickets.  The  latter  arrangement  is  substantially  the  plan  adopted 
by  the  Conunission  in  the  Holyoke  Rate  Case,  decided  Deoembei' 
31,  1917.  In  Holyoke,  a  passenger  traveling  between  a  point  in 
the  inner  zone  and  a  point  in  the  outer  zone  is  charged  10  cents 
if  he  pays  cash,  but  he  can  obtain  a  rate  of  6  J  cents  by  purchasing 
6  tickets  for  40  cents.  This  plan  has  the  advantage  that  it  sim- 
plifies fare  collections  by  eliminating  the  handling  of  pennies, 
and  any  person  who  rides  with  any  frequency  can  easily  obtain 
the  advantage  of  the  reduced  rate.  Those  who  ride  very  infre- 
quently may  prefer  to  pay  the  full  cash  fare  rather  than  to  invest 
in  tickets,  but  it  is  not  unfair  that  riders  of  this  class  should  be 
charged  a  higher  rate,  and  by  so  doing  the  ticket  rate  can  be  kept 
on  a  lower  basis  than  would  otherwise  be  possible. 

Plan  Recommended. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission  the  "zone  system"  should 
be  introduced  upon  the  following  initial  basis,  subject  to  possible 
later  change  in  the  light  of  the  knowledge  gained  from  actual 
•experience : 

(1)  Establish  an  inner  zone,  with  the  limits  proposed  in  the 
schedule  filed  by  the  company. 
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(2)  Provide  for  a  uniform  cash  fare  of  5  cents  in  the  inner 
zone,  with  free  transfer  privileges,  and  for  a  similar  cash  fare 
of  5  cents  in  the  outer  zone. 

(8)  Provide  for  the  sale  of  6  tickets  for  40  cents,  or  at  the 
rate  of  6§  cents  each,  good  between  any  point  in  the  inner  zone 
and  any  point  in  the  outer  zone  which  is  not  more  than  5  miles 
distant  by  rail  from  Court  square.  This  will  take  in  most  of 
Chicopee  and  Chicopee  Falls,  East  Longmeadow,  much  of  Long- 
meadow  and  Agawam,  and  the  major  portion  of  West  Spring- 
field, which  is  not  within  the  inner  zone.  The  limit  for  these 
tickets  on  each  line  need  not  be  fixed  at4>recisely  the  5-mile 
mark,  but  may  be  placed,  with  the  approval  of  the  Commission, 
at  any  natural  point  of  division  which  approximates  that  dis- 
tance. Adjustment  should  be  made  on  the  lines  to  Chicopee 
Falls,  which  reach  the  same  destination  by  routes  of  varying 
length,  so  that  the  fares  to  the  common  point  shall  in  all  cases 
be  on  the  6f-cent  basis. 

(4)  Provide  for  the  sale  of  6  tickets  for  50  cents,  or  at  the 
rate  of  8^  cents  each,  good  between  any  point  in  the  inner  zone 
and  any  point  in  the  outer  zone  which  is  beyond  the  approximate 
5-mile  limit  in  which  the  6}-cent  tickets  can  be  used. 

The  plan  so  outlined  is,  we  realize,  not  mathematically  precise 
nor  free  from  inconsistencies.  It  may  be  said  to  favor  riders 
passing  to  and  from  the  remote  ends  of  the  long  lines  to  Feeding 
Hills,  to  the  Connecticut  state  line  on  the  west  side  of  the  river, 
and  to  Indian  Orchard  and  Ludlow.  A  plan  in  theory  more 
logical  and  consistent  would  be  to  limit  the  use  of  the  8^-cent 
tickets  to  points  not  more  than  about  6^  miles  from  Court  square. 
The  traffic  which  would  be  affected,  however,  is  inconsiderable, 
except  on  the  line  to  Indian  Orchard  and  Ludlow,  and  it  does  not 
seem  to  the  Commission  desirable,  either  from  the  public  point 
of  view  or  in  the  financial  interest  of  the  company,  that  the  fares 
paid  in  traveling  between  points  in  the  central  district  and  these 
communities  should  be  raised  100  per  cent.  In  changing  from 
the  established  system  of  charging  to  a  radically  different  plan, 
some  adjustments  are  necessary,  even  if  they  involve  inconsisten- 
cies, to  avoid  too  harsh  a  break  between  the  old  and  the  new. 

Viewing  the  situation  as  a  whole,  the  plan  recommended  will, 
in  our  judgment,  produce  the  best  results  for  the  community,  and 
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is  just  and  reasonable.  Whatever  inconsistencies  it  may  involve 
are  not  of  major  importance^  and  are  far  less  pronounced  than 
those  which  have  existed  for  years  under  the  present  system. 
Doubtless  experience  will  show  that  improvements  are  possible 
and  desirable,  but  these  may  be  made  later  as  the  need  develops. 

What  amount  of  additional  revenue  this  change  in  fares  will 
yield  no  one  can  forecast  with  accuracy.  It  is  dependent  upon 
the  effect  on  traffic,  the  extent  to  which  tickets  are  used  in  lieu 
of  cash,  and  the  extent  to  which  each  of  the  two  classes  of  tickets 
are  used.  No  traffic  counts  are  available  which  make  possible  an 
estimate  such  as  was  submitted  by  the  company  in  the  case  of  its 
ovni  proposed  method  of  readjusted  fares.  Eeasoning  by  analog}' 
from  the  company's  estimate,  however,  it  seems  probable  to  the 
Commission  that  the  zone  system  recommended  will  yield  up- 
wards of  $300,000  additional  revenue,  and  that,  adding  the 
amount  obtained  from  the  outlying  divisions,  the  total  will  ap- 
proximate the  $400,000  reasonably  required.  If  this  should  not 
prove  to  be  the  case  after  a  fair  trial,  the  matter  can,  of  course, 
be  brought  up  for  renewed  consideration.  The  history  of  the 
company  and  the  effect  of  the  shai^  for  share  consolidations  with 
outlying  lines  make  it  just  and  reasonable  that  any  increase  in 
fares  in  the  central  district  should  be  conservative. 

An  order  is  entered  below  canceling  the  rates  and  charges 
stated  in  the  schedule  filed  with  the  Commission  and  now  under 
suspension.  The  company  will  be  permitted,  however,  to  file  a 
new  schedule  embodying  the  modified  changes  in  fares  above  out- 
lined, and  an  order  will  be  issued  permitting  this  schedule  to 
become  effective  on  short  notice.  Before  issuing  such  an  order, 
however,  the  Commission  must  be  satisfied  that  the  schedule  con- 
fonns  to  its  recommendations  and  reserves  the  right  to  require 
any  minor  changes,  consistent  with  the  essential  features  of  the 
plan,  which  may  seem  desirable  in  the  application  of  the  plan  to 
the  territory  affected* 

ORDER. 

Notice  of  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  of  proposed 
increase  in  rates  of  fare  upon  its  railway. 

It  appearing  that  on  August  10,  1917^  an  order  was  entered 
suspending,  until  November  1,  1917,  the  rates  and  chaises  stated 
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in  the  schedule  described  in  said  order;  and  that  by  subsequent 
orders  said  rates  and  charges  were  further  suspended  until  April 
1,  1918;  and  it  further  appearing  that  a  full  investigation  of  the 
matters  and  things  involved  has  been  had,  and  that  the  Commis- 
sion on  the  date  hereof  has  made  and  filed  a  report  containing  its 
findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  thereon,  which  said  report  is 
herein  referred  to  and  made  a  part  hereof, — 

It  is  ordered  that  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company  be 
and  is  hereby  notified  and  required  to  cancel  the  rates  and  charges 
and  changes  of  fare  limits  and  transfer  privileges  stated  in  the 
schedule  specified  in  said  orders  of  suspension. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  a  copy  of  this  order  be  filed  with  said 
schedule  at  the  office  of  the  Commission,  and  a  copy  hereof  be 
forthwith  served  upon  the  Springfield  Street  Railway  Company. 
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ALPHA  BOARP  OP  EDUCATION 

t;. 
EASTERN  PENNSYLVANIA  POWER  COMPANY. 

Service  —  BxtenMans  —  WoT'time  eondUions  —  Sefcool  tieeda. 

An  extension  involving  an  expenditure  of  but  $262  mmy  be  author- 
ized in  order  to  supply  the  needs  of  a  school  building  notwithstanding 
the  general  policy  of  the  New  Jersey  Commission  not  to  encourage  the 
making  of  extensions  under  present  abnormal  war  conditions;  sinee 
that  does  not  mean  that  utilities  are  to  be  relieved  of  all  obligations  in 
the  matter  of  extensions. 

[March  12,  1918.] 

Complaint  against  electric  company  for  refusal  to  extend 
service  to  a  public  school  building;  sustained. 

Appearances:  Edward  L.  Smith  for  petitioner;  E.  L.  West 
for  respondent ;  L.  Edward  Herrmann  for  Board  of  Public  Util- 
ity Commissioners. 

By  the  Commission :  The  board  of  education  of  the  borough 
of  Alpha,  in  the  county  of  Warren,  filed  a  petition  setting  forth 
that  in  the  year  1916  the  legal  voters  of  the  school  district  of 
the  borough  of  Alpha  voted  an  approfNriatioii  of  $35,000  to 
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enlarge,  remodel,  and  equip  Alpha  schoolhouse  No.  1  in  said 
school  district ;  that  subsequently  contracts  were  entered  into  to 
enlarge,  remodel,  alter,  and  equip  said  schoolhouse,  and  that 
the  work  provided  to  be  done  in  and  by  said  contracts  is  nearing 
completion;  that  the  total  cost  of  the  work  exhausts  the  appro- 
priation ;  that  the  building  as  erected  and  equipped  is  wired  for 
lighting,  and  to  use  electricity  to  operate  its  ventilating  system, 
as  well  as  to  operate  a  pump  to  supply  water  for  drinking  and 
sanitary  purposes  for  said  building;  that  application  was  made 
by  the  board  of  education  to  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Power 
Company,  the  company  operating  in  said  district  and  furnish- 
ing electric  power  therein,  to  extend  its  electric  service  to  the 
said  school  building  for  the  purpose  of  lighting  the  said  building 
and  supplying  power  to  operate  the  ventilating  system  and  water 
pump;  and  that  the  company  refused  to  do  so  unless  the  pe- 
titioner would  pay  the  cost  of  the  extension. 

The  petitioner  alleges  that  it  has  no  right  in  law  to  exceed  the 
appropriation  made  for  the  construction  and  equipment  of  the 
said  school  building,  and  that  there  are  no  other  funds  available 
for  the  purpose,  nor  have  they  the  right  in  law  to  use  the  moneys 
of  the  school  district  to  pay  for  making  of  said  extensions. 

The  relief  sought  is  that  the  said  utility  be  required  to  estab- 
lish, construct,  and  maintain  and  operate  an  extension  of  its 
existing  facilities  so  that  electric  current  and  power  shall  be 
furnished  to  the  said  school  building. 

No  answer  to  this  petition  was  filed  by  the  respondent,  and 
a  hearing  in  the  matter  was  held  January  15th,  The  petitioner 
appeared  by  counsel.  No  testimony  was  presented.  The  facta 
stated  by  counsel,  however,  were  agreed  to  by  the  respcmdent, 
and  concisely  are  as  follows: 

That  in  the  year  1916  an  appropriation  of  $35,000  was  made 
by  the  voters  of  the  school  district  of  the  borough  of  Alpha  in 
the  county  of  Warren,  to  enlarge,  remodel,  and  equip  Alpha 
schoolhouse  No.  1.  Of  said  sum  of  $35,000,  $33,500,  was  to 
be  used  for  the  building  and  remodeling  of  the  school  building, 
and  $1,500  for  the  equipment.  All  of  the  appropriation  of 
$33,500  has  either  been  expended  or  contracts  have  been  entered 
into  by  petitioner  for  the  expenditure  thereof.  The  building 
as  erected  is  wired  for  lighting,  and  a  ventilating  system  has 
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been  installed  therein  to  be  operated  hj  electric  current^  and  a 
]mmp  with  which  to  supply  water  for  drinking  and  sanitary 
purposes  to  be  operated  by  electricity  has  been  installed  therein. 
That  the  terminus  of  the  lines  of  the  respondent  is  300  feet 
distant  from  the  building;  that  the  building  is  about  completed 
and  ready  for  occupancy,  and  that  it  is  necessary  to  have  elec- 
tric current  for  the  purpose  aforesaid ;  and  that  application  bad 
been  made  to  the  respondent  for  the  extension  of  its  lines  and 
the  furnishing  of  current  to  the  petitioner  for  the  purposes  afore* 
said ;  that  the  said  application  had  been  denied  by  the  respondent, 
although,  it  admitted  that  the  income  from  the  investment  or 
expenditure  necessary  to  make  the  extension  would  justify  such 
investment  or  expenditure.  All  of  the  above  facts  were  admitted 
by  the  respondent,  and  it  agreed  to  make  the  extension,  if  the 
petitioner  would  pay  the  costs  thereof,  under  some  indefinite 
arrangement  to  be  reimbursed  during  the  term  of  five  years  fol- 
lowing, alleging  that  the  financial  condition  of  the  company 
would  not  justify  the  expenditure  of  the  money  required  to  make 
this  extension.  Witnesses  were  produced  by  the  respondent  to 
show  the  financial  condition  of  the  company. 

It  appears  that  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania  Power  C<Hnptny 
leases  practically  all  of  its  property  from  the  Pennsylvania 
Utilities  Company,  a  corporation  of  the  state  of  Pennsylvania. 
Under  this  lease  an  adjustment  of  the  expenditures  that  are  an- 
nually made  is  made  by  adding  to  the  annual  rental  of  $3,000 
7^  per  cent  for  the  new  construction  work. 

The  balance  sheet  of  the  respondent  company  shows  current 
and  accrued  liabilities  totaling  approximately  $64,000.  The 
aggregate  working  assets  and  current  assets  approximate  $20,000, 
showing  an  excess  of  liabilities  over  assets  of  some  $44,000. 

Approximately  $40,000  is  owing  by  respondent  to  the  Penn- 
sylvania Utilities  Company  for  capital  expenditures.  There 
are  no  pressing  or  urgent  liabilities  of  the  company.  Its  finan- 
cial condition,  as  shown  by  the  balance  sheet  offered  as  an  exhibit, 
indicates  that  the  company,  generally  speaking,  might  not  be 
justified  in  undertaking  increased  or  additional  expenditures 
at  this  time. 

Under  present  abnormal  eonditions,  the  Board  will  not  en- 
courage the  making  of  extensions.    The  government,  as  weU  as 
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fill  patriotic  interesta  of  the  country,  is  urging  the  people  to 
loan  their  money  to  the  government  for  war  necessities.  It 
properly  insists  that  municipalities  and  corporations  defer 
present  financing,  but  it  is  not  meant  that  utilities  are  to  be 
relieved  of  all  obligations  in  matters  of  extensions.  There  are 
numerous  extensions  which  should  be  made,  even  in  war  times, 
notwithstanding  the  general  policy  of  the  Board,  just  stated. 

The  extension  applied  for  is  for  a  public  school  building  con- 
taining twelve  class  rooms.  The  water  supply  to  the  school  is 
from  a  well,  from  wtich  the  water  is  drawn  by  a  pump  to  be 
operated  by  electric  current.  The  water  thus  obtained  is  used 
for  drinking  purposes  and  supplying  the  wash  rooms  and  toilets. 
The  ventilating  system  provided  in  the  school  is  furnished  by 
fans  operated  by  electric  current.  The  building  is  wired  for 
lighting  purposes,  and  at  sometimes  lights  will  be  essential  to 
the  proper  operation  of  the  school.  As  a  public  policy  the  main- 
tenance of  a  school,  particularly  in  localities  such  as  Alpha 
borough,  is  necessary;  and  for  the  proper  conduct  of  a  school 
building,  erected  as  is  the  building  in  question,  electric  current 
is  essentially  an  asset  to  the  successful  operation  and  maintenance 
of  the  school. 

An  investigation  of  the  cost  of  the  extension  made  by  one  of 
the  inspectors  of  this  Board  shows  the  total  cost  of  same  to  be 
$252,  and  the  estimate  of  the  Board's  inspector  of  the  annual 
cost  to  the  company  to  supply  service  under  the  proposed  exten- 
sion amounts  to  $139.96.  The  estimated  lighting  revenue  and 
power  revenue  to  be  received  therefrom  aggregates  $205,  show- 
ing an  annual  profit  to  the  company  of  $65.04.  Under  the 
necessity  of  the  present  application,  and  inasmuch  as  it  involves 
an  expenditure  of  but  $252,  the  Board  is  of  opinion  that  the 
present  case  wx>uld  work  no  hardship  on  the  respondent  to  raise 
the  small  sum  of  money  needed  for  this  profitable  extension. 

We  find  and  determine:  (1)  That  the  desired  exteusion  to  the 
school  is  reasonable  and  practicable,  and  will  furnish  suflScient 
business  to  justify  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  the  same ; 
(2)  that  the  financial  condition  of  the  Eastern  Pennsylvania 
Power  Company  reasonably  warrants  the  original  expenditures 
required  in  making  and  operating  such  extension.  At  the  hear- 
ing the  company  expressed  itself  as  willing  to  make  the  said 
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extension  if  the  Board  deemed  it  advisable  and  desirable.  Under 
such  circumstanoeS)  an  order  will  not  be  made  at  this  time. 

Dated,  March  12,  1918. 

Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners,  Balph  W.  E.  Donges, 
President;  John  W.  Slocum,  Alfred  S.  March,  Commissioners. 

« 

Note. — In  requiring  a  telephone  utility  to  make  a  line  extension, 
the  California  Commission  said :  ''The  Commission  realizes  the  dif- 
ficulties experienced  by  all  public  utilities  during  the  present  ab- 
normal period  due  to  war  activities.  The  high  cost  of  money  and 
difficulty  in  securing  it,  the  scarcity  and  high  cost  of  material  and 
other  factors,  must  of  necessity  be  taken  into  consideration.''  Mac- 
kev  V.  California  Teleph.  &  Light  Co.  Decision  No.  5087,  Case  No. 
1168,  Jan.  31,  1918. 


UTAH  PUBIilC  rrHilTIES  COMMISSIOlf. 

RE  BEAR  RIVER  VALLEY  TELEPHONE  COMPANT. 

[Case  No.  18.] 

Depreciation  —  Telephones  —  Allowance. 

1.  A  telephone  utility  was  directed  annuaUy  to  set  aside  a  reserve 
baaed  upon  61  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  property  to  provide  for  de- 
preciation, deterioration,  and  obaoleseenoe  in  its  property  and  equip- 
ment. 

Return  —  Telfpfcones  —  War. 

2.  A  telephone  utility  was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  to  pro- 
tect its  investmoit  during  the  period  of  inflated  prices  of  labor  and 
material  due  to  war  conditions,  where  it  haa  never  been  able  to  care 
for  depreciation  out  of  earnings  and  its  present  income  is  insufficient  to 
pay  interest  on  its  bonded  indebtedness  and  allow  a  normal  return  on 
the  investment. 

Service  —  Teiephonea  —  Rnrat  linee  —  Statione  —  Wuniber, 

3.  All  stations  in  excess  of  eight  on  single  nual  telephone  lines 
should  be  removed  for  the  betterment  of  the  service. 

[Biarch  25,  1918.] 

Application  by  the  Bear  River  Valley  Telephone  Company 
for  permission  to  increase  certain  exchange  rates;  granted. 

Bloody  Commissioner:  Applicant  is  a  oorporation  organised 
in  1905,  and  having  headquarters  at  Tremonton,  Box  Elder 
county,  Utah. 
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The  company  owns  and  operates  a  telephone  system,  serving 
Tremonton  and  surrounding  cities,  toivns,  and  villages. 

Request  is  made  in  an  application  filed  September  13,  1917, 
for  permission  to  advance  certain  of  its  exchange  rates,  in  order 
to  meet  advancing  costs  of  material  and  labor. 

After  due  notice,  a  public  hearing  was  held  at  Tremonton, 
on  Friday,  March  8,  1918.  The  company  was  represented  by 
the  following  oflScers:  J.  T.  Ferry,  President,  P.  M.  Hansen^ 
Director,  Paul  Heitz,  Manager,  E.  J.  Winzeler,  Asst.  Mgr. 

There  were  no  appearances  in  behalf  of  patrons  of  the  com- 
pany. 

Extent  and  Quality  of -Service. 

The  company  entered  the  telephone  field  in  1905,  and  has 
one  central  exchange  located  in  Tremonton.  Its  lines  radiate 
in  all  directions,  serving,  in  addition  to  Tremonton,  Bear  River 
City,  Corinne,  Thatcher,  Penrose,  Point  Lookout,  Howells,  Poca- 
tello  Valley,  Garland,  Fielding,  CoUinston,  Beaver  Dam,  Dewey- 
ville,  Honeyville  and  Riverside,  all  in  Box  Elder  county,  Utah. 
Its  service  is  also  available  to,  and  used  by,  widely  scattered 
farming  and  ranching  districts  outside  of  the  towns  named. 

In  order  to  cover  this  field,  its  lines  run  south  about  24  miles, 
west  about  21  miles,  north  about  13  miles,  and  east  about  19 
miles,  with  many  branches  in  all  directions  from  the  main  leads. 
In  all,  the  company  owns  192  miles  of  pole  line,  carrying  about 
700  miles  of  wire. 

A  total  of  525  subscribers  are  served  by  the  one  exchange,  no 
toll  charge  being  made  for  service  over  the  company's  lines. 

The  company's  lines  connect  at  Brigham  city,  Utah,  with 
the  Mountain  States  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company's  lines, 
thus  making  available  to  all  of  its  subscribers  the  toll  service 
of  the  latter  company. 

The  rates  now  in  effect  are  as  follows : 

Private  line  for  business  in  Tremonton $3.00  per  month 

Private  line  for  residence  in  Tremonton  2.50  per  month 

Rural  and  party  lines  in  all  parts  of  the  system 1.75  per  month 

Permission  is  asked  to  advance  rates  on  private  business  tele- 
phones from  $3  to  $3.26  per  month,  and  on  rural  and  party  lines 
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from  $1.75  to  $2  per  month.    No  advance  in  private  residence 
telephones  in  Tremonton  is  contemplated  in  the  application. 

Testimony  was  that  the  company  is  giving  its  subscribers  good 
service.  It  was  planned^  however,  to  reduce  the  number  of 
stations  served  on  one  line  in  far-out  rural  sections,  so  as  to 
further  improve  the  service  on  those  lines.  About  half  of  the 
subscribers  are  provided  with  magneto  telephones,  the  other  half 
being  operated  by  the  common  battery  system. 

Finances. 

No  physical  valuation  of  this  property  has  been  made  by 
the  Commission.  To  arrive  at  the  value  of  the  plant  and  equip- 
ment, it  is  necessary,  therefore,  to  rely  upon  the  books  of  the 
company,  which  have  been  kept  in  a  fairly  satisfactory  manner. 
The  book  value  of  the  plant  at  the  end  of  1917,  as  derived  from 
this  source,  was  $44,764.03,  made  up  as  follows: 

Plant  iiiTestmeiit  Jany.  1,  1917  $42,307.38 

New  construction  during  1917   926.65 

Real  estate 250.00 

Office  furniture  and  fixtures 530.00 

Investment  during  1917  of  new  funds  in  equipment  on  hand  at 

the  end  of  the  year 750.00 

Total    144,764.03 

[1]  During  the  time  the  plant  has  been  in  operation,  there 
has  been  but  $1,700  charged  off  as  depreciation,  this  having 
been  done  in  1914  and  1916.  It  is  apparent  that,  in  order  to 
insure  funds  for  replacements  to  keep  the  plant  in  condition  to 
render  proper  service,  there  should  annually  be  set  aside  a  fairly 
liberal  depreciation  reserve,  out  of  which  replacements  should 
be  paid  for,  as  made  necessary  by  inevitable  deterioration  of 
pole  lines,  and  wear  and  tear,  as  well  as  obsolescence  of  equip- 
ment. Until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  make  a  more 
definite  ruling  on  this  question,  the  applicant  should  therefore 
provide  for  depreciation  at  the  rate  of  6^  per  cent  on  the  present 
book  value  of  the  property. 

It  was  testified  by  the  manager  that  the  property  has  been 
kept  in  first-class  condition,  and  that  the  increase  in  the  cost 
of  materials  and  labor  that  would  be  necessary  to  reproduce  the 
plant  new  at  this  time  wDuld  more  than  offset  the  depreciation 
that  has  taken  place.     Further  testifying,  the  manager  said  he 
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would  be  willing  to  buy  the  property  at  the  hock  value  shown, 
$44,764.03. 

[2]  Assuming,  therefore,  that  figure  as  a  fair  valuation  of  the 
company's  property  for  rate-making  purposes,  we  have  next  to 
consider  its  income. 

The  total  receipts  from  all  sources  for  the  year  1917,  as  shown 
by  the  books,  were  $17,361.26.  Of  this  sum  $4,880.20  was  from 
tolls  on  connecting  lines,  only  a  percentage  of  which  is  retained 
by  the  company.  The  net  amount  received  from  tolls  was  $1,- 
414.54.  Another  item  in  the  gross  receipts  was  for  labor  and 
inaterial  furnished  the  Oregon  Short  Line  Railroad  Company, 
amoimting  to  $600.75.  This  sum  is  not  properly  income,  but 
is  a  return  to  the  company's  treasury  of  expenditures  made  on 
accotint  of  material  and  labor,  and  should  be  so  handled.  If 
this  were  done  the  income  shown  would  be  as  follows : 

Receipts  from  rents   $11,880.31 

Net  receipts  from  tolls 1,414.54 

Total  .• $13,294.86 

Disbursements  for  the  year,  after  adjusting  the  labor  and 
material  item,  and  the  payment  of  the  percentage  of  toll  charges 
to  connecting  lines,  and  excluding  interest  and  dividend  pay- 
ments, totaled  $11,319.53. 

Thisi  leaves  a  balance  of  $1,975.? 9,  out  of  which  to  pay  bond 
interest,  provide  for  depreciation,  and  pay  dividends  to  stock- 
holders. However,  testimony  showed  that  the  company  was 
called  upon  for  an  extraordinary  expenditure  during  1917,  of 
a  sum  estimated  at  $2,000  to  $2,500  to  repair  damage  caused 
by  an  unusual  and  violent  storm  of  wind  and  snow  which  broke 
down  long  stretches  of  line.  Assuming  that  <»  this  account 
expenditures  were  $2,500  above  normal,  and  crediting  this 
$2,500  to  the  year's  earnings,  there  would  be  a  balanc^e  of 
$4,475.32  to  take  care  of  interest,  dividends,  and  depreciation. 
Even  this  apparently  would  be  insufBcient.  The  three  items 
mentioned  would  require  earnings  of  $6,049.66,  divided  as  fol- 
lows : 

Interest  on  $19,000  bonds  ontstanding,  at  6  per  cent $1,140.00 

Depreciation  at  6^  per  cent  on  $44,764.03 2,909.60 

Dividend  to  stockholders  8  per  cent  on  $25,000  stock  outstanding    2,000.00 

Total $6,049.66 

2^0  doubt  some  items  charged  on  the  company's  books  to  main- 
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tenance  and  repairs  would  be  more  properly  chargeable  to  de* 
preciation  reserve,  if  such  reserve  had  been  accumulated,  but 
even  that  would  not  be  sufficient  to  cover  the  deficit  that  seems 
inevitable  if  a  depreciation  reserve  is  provided  for,  and  interest 
charges  and  dividends  are  paid,  and  if  there  is  no  increase  in 
eacnings. 

The  increase  of  rates  asked  for  would  add  to  the  income, 
$1,569,  annually,  based  upon  the  present  number  of  subscribers. 
Testimony  was  that  no  large  increase  of  business  could  be  ex- 
pected, the  field  being  now  pretty  well  covered. 

The  abnormal  rise  in  the  cost  of  labor  and  materials  is  recog- 
nized, and  in  the  absence  of  any  immediate  prospect  of  a  decline 
to  normal  conditions,  it  is  evident  that  a  corporation,  such  as 
the  applicant,  which  in  the  past  has  not  been  able  to  create  a 
depreciation  reserve,  or  a  sufficient  surplus  of  earnings  out  of 
which  adequately  to  care  for  depreciation,  should  be  permitted 
to  protect  its  investment  by  an  adjustment  of  rates  that  may 
remain  in  effect  during  the  period  of  inflated  prices. 

Findings. 

I,  therefore,  find  the  facts  to^be: 

1.  That  the  book  value  of  the  company's  plant  and  equip- 
ment at  the  close  of  the  year  1917  was  $44,764.03. 

2.  That  the  present  revenue  is  insufficient  to  meet  operating 
expenses,  provide  for  adequate  depreciation,  pay  interest  on 
bonded  indebtedness,  and  give  a  normal  rate  of  return  on  in- 
vestment. 

3.  That  the  company  should  set  up  a  depreciation  reserve 
based  upon  6^  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  property. 

4.  That  applicant  should  be  permitted  to  file  a  new  schedule 
of  rates,  effective  April  1,  1918,  increasing  the  rates  on  in- 
dividual business  telephones  from  $3  to  $3.25  per  month,  and 
increasing  the  rates  on  rural  or  party  telephones  from  $1.75  to 
$2  per  month ;  individual  residence  rates  in  Tremonton  to  remain 
the  same  as  now,  $2.50  per  month. 

[3]  5.  That  as  soon  as  practicable  rural  lines  having  more 
than  eight  stations  on  a  line  should  be  relieved  of  the  excess 
stations  for  the  betterment  of  the  service, 

An  appropriate  order  will  be  issued.    ^ 

All  concur. 
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Note. — Depreciation  of  ^telephones. 

In  Northern  Indiana  &  S.  M.  Teleph.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Co.  (Ind.) 
No.  2773,  Feb.  26,  1918,  in  allowing  as  a  depreciation  fund,  an 
amount  equal  to  6  per  cent  annually  of  the  physical  value  of  a  tele- 
phone company's  property,  the  Indiana  Commission  said:  "It  has 
been  our  experience,  and  it  is  manifestly  clear  to  all  fair-minded 
people,  that  telephone  property  begins  to  depreciate  from  the  day 
the  construction  of  the  plant  begins.  The  principal  causes  for  de- 
preciation are,  wear  resulting  from  use,  and  which  is,  undoubtedly, 
the  dominant  factor  in  the  deterioration  of  the  switchboard,  which 
has  a  life  varying  from  ten  to  fifteen  years ;  tools,  automobiles,  wag- 
ons, and  many  other  things  decrease  rapidly  in  value  from  the  same 
cause.  The  physical  decay  resulting  from  age,  rust,  oxidization,  or 
exposure  to  the  elements  is  another  cause  of  deterioration,  and  with 
cause  the  distribution  system  or  outside  plant,  as  it  is  usually  called, 
to  suffer  the  most,  but  does  not  apparently  affect  the  exchange  or 
inside  part  of  the  telephone  property.  Breakage  resulting  from  ac- 
cident to  materials  of  all  kinds,  sleet  storms,  damage  from  fire, 
caused  by  lightning  or  otherwise,  are  elements  for  earnest  considera- 
tion in  determining  depreciation. 

"Another  element  to  be  considered  in  connection  with  the  item  of 
depreciation  is  obsolescence,  resulting  from  inventions  of  something 
new,  more  efficient,  or  economical,  which  the  owners  of  telephone 
property  must  necessarily  install  and  thus  necessitating  the  abandon- 
ment of  good  property  long  before  it  ceases  to  be  useful.  It  is  true, 
as  well  said  by  many  Commissions,  that  property  of  this  character 
should  be  amortized  off  over  a  period  of  years,  yet  it  is  seldom  done. 
It  is  manifestly  clear  that  all  of  the  aforesaid  causes  operate,  to  a 
greater  or  less  degree,  to  reduce  the  physical  value  of  telephone 
plant,  so  that  at  the  end  of  twenty  years  we  find  little  of  the  origi- 
nal property  in  use.  It  is,  however,  a  fact  that  parts  of  telephone 
property  may  be,  by  repairs,  kept  in  good  physical  condition  for  even 
a  longer  period  of  time,  but  not  generally.  The  different  parts  have 
a  certain  life  which  can  be  reasonably  tlosely  estimated." 

In  Be  Sparta  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  No.  6320,  Oct.  10,  1917,  an  allow- 
ance of  6  per  cent  of  the  cost  new  of  the  depreciable  property  of  a 
telephone  company  was  made  for  the  depreciation  reserve  in  a  valua- 
tion for  rate  making. 

An  annual  depreciation  reserve  allowance  of  6  per  cent  of  the  cost 
new  of  a  telephone  plant,  as  shown  by  the  Commission's  engineers' 
valuation,  was  made  in  ascertaining  the  utility's  expenses  for  rate 
making.    Re  Cass  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (111.)  No.  6480,  Dec.  18, 

1917. 

Depreciation  was  figured  at  6  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost 
new  of  a  telephone  system  in  ascertaining  the  operating  expenses. 
Re  Mississippi  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  No.  4663,  Sept.  5,  1916. 
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In  Re  Star  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3394,  Feb.  1, 1918,  the  Indiana  Com- 
mission allowed  4  per  cent  annually  to  provide  for  depreciation  of  a 
telephone  company  whose  property  had  not  been  subjected  to  depreci- 
ation by  sleet  storms,  but  was  suffering  deterioration  on  sulphur. 

Seven  per  cent  of  the  value  of  rural  telephone  plant,  consisting  al- 
most entirely  of  outside  construction,  was  allowed  for  annual  de- 
preciation. Be  Battle  Creek  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  Order 
1-2867,  Dec.  18,  1917. 

In  Walker  v.  Hermosa  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  No.  2925,  Feb.  27, 
1918,  the  company  was  required  to  set  aside  as  depreciation  reserve 
not  less  than  7  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  plant. 


CALIFORNIA  RAIIiROAD  COMMISSION. 

A.  S.  POOL  et  aL 

v. 

MOKELTJMNE  EIVER  POWER  &  WATER  COMPANY. 

[Decision  No.  6051;  Case  No.  1138.] 

Service  —  Jurisdiction  of  Commission  —  Water  —  Purity  of  supply, 

Tlie  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  on  the  puri- 
ty or  healthful  quality  of  water  furnished  by  a  utility,  as  tkat  matter 
rests  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  Board  of  Health. 

[January  17,  1918.] 

Complaint  against  Mokelumne  River  Power  &  Water  Com- 
pany for  failure  to  supply  sufficient  water  of  a  healthful  quality 
to  consumers  in  and  about  Valley  Springs;  complaint  with  ref- 
erence to  purity  of  water  dismissed  for  lack  of  jurisdiction; 
defendant  ordered  to  make  certain  improvements  in  its  water 
system. 

Appearances:  Chas.  P.  Snyder  for  complainants;  Frank  J. 
Solinsky  for  defendant. 

By  the  Commission :  The  issues  raised  by  the  pleadings  are 
whether  defendant  properly  maintains  its  ditches,  flumes,  reser- 
voirs, and  works  to  furnish  a  sufficient  supply  of  water  for  irriga- 
tion and  domestic  use  in  and  about  Valley  Springs,  Calaveras 
coimty,  and  whether  the  water  furnished  is  pure  and  healthful. 

A  public  hearing  in  the  matter  was  held  by  Examiner  West- 
over  at  Valley  Springs. 
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Defeudant  is  a  corporation  which  owns  and  operates  a  canal 
by  which  water  is  diverted  from  the  south  fork  of  the  Mokelumne 
river  at  a  point  in  the  southwest  quarter  of  section  16,  town- 
ship 6  north,  range  13  east,  and  terminates  at  a  point  near  Wal- 
lace in  section  14,  township  4  north,  range  9  east.  There  are 
several  reservoirs  along  the  canal  and  laterals  leading  from  it. 
x\ll  of  the  works  are  located  in  Calaveras  county. 

The  water  for  use  in  Valley  Springs  is  diverted  from  the  main 
canal  at  a  point  about  2  miles  northerly  from  that  place,  and  is 
brought  in  open  ditch,  flume,  and  pipe  to  an  earth  reservoir  near 
the  town.  It  is  in  testimony  that  the  main  canal  has  a  capacity 
of  about  600  miner's  inches  to  the  point  where  water  is  diverted 
to  the  Valley  Springs  reservoir;  that  the  amount  of  water  near 
the  head  of  the  canal  in  October,  1917,  varied  from  460  to  560 
miners'  inches,  and  that  loss  at  times  is  practically  this  latter 
nnrount. 

It  appears  that,  in  addition  to  natural  loss  of  water  from  the 
system,  there  is  a  considerable  waste  by  irrigators,  and  that  this 
is  made  possible  by  lax  methods  in  measurement  and  distribution 
of  the  water  sold,  all  of  which  is  a  measurement  rate.  Accurate 
measurement,  better  maintenance  of  ditch  banks,  and  repair  of 
leaky  flume  and  pipe,  will  add  largely  to  the  otherwise  available 
supply  during  seasons  of  shortage.  It  appears  also  that  the 
reservoir  cannot  be  drained  and  so  cleaned,  and  that  grass  and 
weeds  have  been  allowed  to  accumulate  in  the  lateral  leading  to 
the  reservoir.  The  reservoir  is  inclosed  by  two  fences,  the  outer 
one  of  which  incloses  about  14  acres  of  land.  These  fences 
appear  to  have  been  out  of  repair  at  times,  so  that  cattle  gained 
entrance  to  the  inclosure. 

The  question  of  the  healthful  quality  of  the  water  is  one  to  be 
passed  upon  by  the  State  Board  of  Health.  Measures  tending 
to  improve  the  service  are  provided  in  the  order. 

• 

Note. — In  Re  Vernon  Waterworks  Plant,  No.  3085,  Aug.  28, 
1917,  the  Indiana  Commission  refused  to  approve  a  schedule  of  water 
rates  so  far  as  it  contained  rates  for  dwellings  and  hotels,  upon  the 
ground  that  the  water  which  was  served  was  admittedly  impure  and 
unhealthy,  and  the  Commission  would  not  impliedly  approve  of  an 
unsanitary  and  unsafe  service. 
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CAIilFORNIA  RAIUtOAD  COMMISSION. 

BE  SOUTHWESTERN  HOME  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Decision  No.  5057;  Application  No.  3055.] 

•  > 

Commissions  —  Jurisdiction  —  Refinancing    utility  —  AgreetnetU   be- 
tween  utility  and  security  holders  ^^  Necessity  for  approval. 

An  agreement  between  a  utility  and  its  security  holders,  detailing 
a  plan  for  the  payment  of  its  floating  indebtedness  and  for  the  return 
of  pledged  bonds  to  its  treasury,  by  reducing  the  interest  on  outstand- 
ing notes,  setting  aside  earnings,  waiving  the  sinking-fund  proviBion  of 
a  trust  deed,  assessing  outstanding  stock,  and  deferring  interest  pay- 
ments on  outstanding  bonds,  need  not  be  approved  by  the  California 
Commission. 

[January  18,  1918.] 

AppLic.4iTioN  of  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  ask- 
ing permission  to  issue  other  securities  in  place  of  bonds  and 
to  provide  for  payment  of  floating  debt  as  refinancing  plan; 
granted,  with  modifications. 

Appearances :    R.  Holtby  Myers  for  applicant. 

Gordon,  Commissioner:  In  this  application,  as  amended, 
Southwestern  Home  Telephone  C  ompany  asks  authority  to  issue 
two-year  6  per  cent  notes  in  the  aggregate  face  amount  of  $89,- 
050;  to  pledge  $177,500  face  value  of  its  first-mortgage  bonds 
to  secure  the  payment  of  said  notes  and  to  issue  trustee's  certifi- 
cates in  amounts  and  for  purposes  hereinafter  stated.  The 
purpose  of  the  application  is  mainly  to  refund  outstanding  in- 
debtedness, to  be  secured  by  the  same  amount  of  bonds  now 
outstanding. 

The  Eailroad  Commission  in  its  decision  No.  1296,  dated 
February  24,  1914  (4  Cal.  K.  C.  247),  reviewed  the  financial 
history  of  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  and  called 
attention  to  the  unsatisfactory  financial  condition  of  this  com- 
pany. To  improve  such  condition,  the  Commission  suggested 
a  reduction  of  applicant's  bonded  indebtedness  by  the  conversion 
of  a  portion  of  this  indebtedness  into  stock  or  by  some  method 
equally  satisfactory ;  a  reduction  of  applicant's  floating  indebted- 
ness by  the  amount  paid  as  dividends  during  the  past  three  or 
four  years,  or  by  such  other  means  as  shall  reduce  this  indebted* 
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Hess  to  a  conservative  basis;  the  cancelation  of  the  300,000  shares 
of  "contract  stock"  as  well  as  the  cancelation  of  the  stock  held 
by  the  trustee  under  applicant's  mortgage.  The  testimony  shows 
thatjhe  300,000  shares  of  stock  and  the  stock  held  by  the  trustee 
have  been  canceled.  Applicant  has,  however,  been  unable  to 
induce  any  of  its  bondholders  to  convert  a  part  of  their  bonds 
into  stock,  nor  has  it  been  successful  in  obtaining  funds  to  reduce 
its  Eoating  indebtedness. 

Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  has  reported  to  the 
Kailroad  Commission  during  the  years  1914,  1915,  and  19J6 
revenues  and  expenses  as  follows : 


Item. 

1916. 

1915. 

1914. 

Ooeratinfif  revenues 

$80,252.16 
47,484.40 

$79,069.94 
38,552.38 

$77,772.48 

ODeratinflT  exDenses    ...*. 

31,539.79 

Net  operating  revenues 

Taxes  assignable  to  operations  

$32,767.76 
4,504.63 

$40,517.56 
4,262.83 

$46,232.69 
4,171.34 

Oneratinu    income    , , , , . 

$28,263.13 
175.00 

$36,254.73 
952.81 

$42,061.35 

Nonoperating  revenue — net   

102.55 

Gross   income 

$28,438.13 

$4,343.30 
916.00 
651.27 
300.00 

16,125.00 
8,084.96 

.  $37,207.64 
$  4,015.00 

15,900.00 
8,051.50 

$42,163.90 

Deductions — ' 

Rent  for  lease  of  nlant 

$  4,015.00 

Rent  for  telephone  offices 

Rent  for  poles,  conduits,  etc 

Rent  for  instruments    

861.00 
68.75 

Interest  on  funded  debt   ......... 

16,900.00 

Other  interest   ••••••.• 

8,188.49 

^Miscellaneous     

32.56 

Total  deductions 

$30,420.53 

$27,966.50 
9,241.04 

$29,065.80 

13,098.10 

' 

Loss  

$  1,982.40 

The  variations  in  the  company's  surplus  account  are  shovm 
by  the  following  statement: 


Item. 

1916. 

1915. 

1914. 

* 

fiiii^nliia  Tw^trinninf?  of  vear    ...■•«•■. 

$12,802.97 
852.17 

$  1,273.23 

ILf ia<>AllAnpniia  items    ............«•• 

♦2,288.70,      $  1,273.23 

cs.,virk1iiB  ^Tmn  nnArationB 

9,241.041        13,098.10 

' 

Total  surplus  and  additions  . . 
Deductions — 

f  ^\aa    fni"   vear    • 

$13,655.14      $12,802.97 

1,982.40* 
8,251.551 
3,312.57  ( 

$14,371.33 

Depreciation  not  covered  by  reserve 
Miscellaneous    

$10,906.03 

2,192.07 

Total  deductions    

$13,546.52 

$13,098.10 

Surplus  end  of  year  

$      108.62 

$12,802.97 

,      $  1,273.23 

'Difference  to  balance. 
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The  maintenance  expenses  of  the  company  in  1915  are  re- 
ported at  $6,387.36,  and  in  1916,  at  $21,162.12.  The  1916 
maintenance  expenses  include  $12,793.07  allowed  for  deprecia- 
tion of  plant  and  equipment.  The  general  and  miscellaneous 
operating  expenses  of  the  company  were  reduced  from  $12,693.93 
in  1915  to  $7,224.39  in  1916. 

On  June  30,  1917,  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company 
reported  assets  and  liabilities  in  the  following  amounts: 

A88et8. 

Capital  $605,888.05 

Construction  in  progress  628.67 

Cash  in  hands  of  trustee $     369.10 

Exchange,  petty  cash  110.00 

First  National  Bank,  Redlands   2,634.93 

3,114.03 

Bills  receivable    $      167.29 

Accounts,  subscribers,  and  agents  694.75 

Miscellaneous   accounts    1,041.27 

Materials  and  supplies    23,358.06 

25,261.37 

Bedlands  bonds  in  hands  of  trustee $  3,500.00 

Prepaid  directory  expenses  104.05 

Advance  taxes    420.34 

Unamortized  debt  disoo^nt  and  expense  91,365.^5 

Inventory  expense   7,348.96 

^ 102,739.29 

Total  assets    $637,631.32 

Liabilities. 

Capital  stock   . .  -. $  88,769.50 

Bonds     422,500,00 

Redlands  Home    $100,000.00 

Southwestern    322,500.00 

Bills  payable    89,237.50 

Advance   payments — subscribers    1,024.62 

Accounts  payable    4,194.56 

Miscellaneous   liabilities 254.46 

J.  H.  Logic,  trustee   2,120.05 

Customer's   deposits    1,261.94 

Pay  roll     1,081.05 

Matured  interest,  funded  debt    5,697.90 

Matured,  other  interest  1,105.82 

Depreciation  reserve     20,317.14 

Surplus    66.78 

Total  liabilities   $637,631.32 

The  balance  sheet  of  June  30,  1917,  does  not  include  the 
$177,500  face  value  of  bonds  pledged  to  secure  the  payment  of 
short-term  notes. 

Counsel  for  applicant  frankly  admits  that  the  company  is 
unable,  because  of  the  small  net  earnings,  its  large  indebtedness, 
and  the  condition  of  the  security  market  at  present,  to  secure 
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funds  througli  the  issue  of  either  stock  or  bonds.  It  has,  there- 
fore, become  necessary  to  devise  a  plan  for  refinancing  the  com- 
pany through  funds  obtained  from  the  owners  and  holders  of 
the  company's  stock,  bonds,  and  notes.  These  funds  are  to  be 
obtained  through  the  payment  of  an  annual  stockholders'  assess- 
ment of  not  less  than  $2,000  for  a  period  of  ten  years;  through 
the  appropriation  of  net  earnings  in  the  sum  of  $2,000  annually 
for  a  period  of  three  years  and  $3,000  annually  for  a  period  of 
seven  years ;  through  the  waiver  for  a  period  of  ten  years  of  the 
sinking-fund  provision  of  the  trust  deed  securing  the  payment 
of  the  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  bonds ;  through 
the  postponement  of  the  collection  of  the  April  interest  coupons 
attached  to  said  bonds ;  and  through  the  reduction  of  the  annual 
interest  on  applicant's  outstanding  notes  from  7  and  8  per  cent 
to  6  per  cent  per  annum. 

Applicant  estimates  that,  through  the  carrying  out  of  this 
plan,  it  will  secure  funds  sufficient  to  pay  its  $89,050  of  short- 
term  notes  and  thereby  regain  possession  of  the  $177,050  of 
bonds  pledged  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  notes.  Any  surplus 
remaining  after  the  payment  of  the  $89,050  of  notes  and  the 
deferred  April  interest  coupons  will  be  used  to  pay  in  part  the 
$100,000  of  bonds  issued  by  the  Redlands  Home  Telephone 
Company.  The  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  owns 
all  of  the  outstanding  stock  of  the  Bedlands  Home  Telephone 
Company,  and  operates  its  properties  under  a  lease,  paying  as 
a  rental  all  of  the  expenses  and  fixed  charges  of  the  Bedlands 
company. 

Applicant  has  an  authorized  stock  issue  of  $1,000,000,  divided 
into  1,000,000  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $1  each.  On  Jime 
30,  1917,  it  reported  88,769^  shares  of  stock  outstanding.  It 
appears  that  the  ownership  of  this  stock  is  widely  scattered,  there 
being  about  seventy  stockholders.  In  "exhibit  No.  4,'^  applicant 
reports  that  at  a  stockholders^  meeting  held  December  14,  1917, 
73,912^  shares  of  stock  were  represented.  The  stockholders  by 
unanimous  vote  authorized  the  board  of  directors  to  levy  for  a 
period  of  ten  years  a  $2,000  assessment  annually.  The  author* 
ity  granted  to  the  board  of  directors  is  contingent  upon  all  of 
the  provisions  of  the  reorganization  plan  being  carried  out 

In  addition  to  paying  $2,000  annually  for  ten  years  in  the 
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form  of  an  assessment,  the  plan  requires  the  stockholders  to  ap- 
propriate from  net  earnings  $2,000  per  annum  during  a  period 
of  three  years  and  $3,000  per  annum  during  a  period  of  seven 
years  for  the  purpose  of  paying  off  the  note  indebtedness  and 
the  deferred  interest  coupons.  Mr.  Charles  A.  Rolfe,  president 
of  the  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company,  testified  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  company  will  have  sufficient  net  earnings  to 
make  these  appropriations.  He  expects  a  gradual  increase  in 
the  earnings,  and  hopes  through  this  reorganization  plan  to 
eliminate  all  attorneys'  fees  and  expenses  incidental  to  refinan^ 
ing. 

Southwestern  Home  Telephcoie  Cofiipany  has  issued  $500,000 
of  bonds.  All  of  the  bonds  are  outstanding.  Bonds  in  the  amount 
of  $322,500  have  been  sold,  while  $177,500  are  pledged  to  secure 
the  payment  of  $89,050  of  notes. 

The  trust  deed  securing  the  payment  of  the  bonds  requires 
the  company  to  pay  to  the  trustee  on  October  1,  1917,  and  an- 
nually thereafter,  until  the  maturity  of  the  bonds,  for  sinking- 
fund  purposes,  a  sum  equal  to  2  per  cent  of  all  the  bonds  out- 
standing. Applicant  has  requested  its  bondholders  to  suspend 
this  sinking-fund  provision  of  the  trust  deed  for  a  period  of  ten 
years.  It  reports  that  up  to  December  18,  the  owners  and 
pledgees  of  $375,500  of  bonds  have  agreed  to  the  suspension. 
It  should  be  said  in  this  connection  that  the  suspension  of  the 
sinking-fund  provision  is  not  contingent  upon  the  proposed  re- 
financing plan  being  carried  out 

As  said,  the  company  proposes  to  ask  the  owners  of  Soutli- 
westem  Home  Telephone  Company  bonds  to  defer  collecting  the 
April  interest  coupons  for  a  period  of  ten  years.  To  prevent  the 
deferred  interest  coupons  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  innocent 
purchasers,  the  company  will  require  the  owners  of  bonds  who 
approve  this  plan  to  detach  the  April  interest  coupons  and  de- 
posit the  same  with  a  trustee.  The  trustee  in  turn  will  issue  to 
the  depositor  trustee's  certificates  equal  in  face  amount  to  each 
interest  coupon  deposited.  The  certificate  will  show  on  its  face 
that  it  is  issued  in  exchange  for  an  interest  coupon  of  like  amount. 
Any  purchaser  of  the  certificate  will  be  put  on  notice. 

There  are  outstanding  and  in  the  hands  of  the  public  $322,500 
face  value  of  6  per  cent  bonds  issued  by  Southwestern  Hom^ 
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Telephone  Company.  The  face  amount  of  the  April  interest 
coupons  aggr^ates  $8,062.50.  The  ownership  of  these  bonds  is 
widely  scattered.    The  company  contemplates  some  difficulty  in 

• 

securing  all  of  the  bondholders  to  subscribe  to  this  plan.  For 
the  purpose  of  calculating  the  results  of  the  plan,  applicant  as- 
sumes that  the  owners  of  $250,000  of  bonds  will  defer  collecting 
the  April  interest  coupons.  In  such  case,  the  annifal  payments 
made  by  the  stockholders  to  the  trustee  will  be  augmented  by  the 
sum  of  $6,250,  the  amount  of  the  April  interest  due  on  $260,000 
of  bonds.  These  annual  payments  will  be  further  increased  by 
the  saving  in  the  interest  paid  on  the  $89,050  of  notes,  such 
saving  resulting,  first,  from  the  reduction  in  the  annual  interest 
rate  from  7  and  8  per  cent  to  6  per  cent;  and,  second,  through 
the  payment  of  the  notes. 

Applicant  estimates  that  the  amounts  paid  to  the  trustee  under 
this  plan  will  be  sufficient  to  pay  all  of  the  $89,050  of  notes  on 
or  before  April  1,  1924,  and  that  as  of  that*  date  it  will  have 
available  $8,049  to  apply  to  the  payment  of  deferred  interest 
conpcHis.  The  aggregate  face  amount  of  deferred  interest 
coupons,  together  with  5  per  cent  interest  thereon,  on  April  1, 
1924,  will  amount  to  $42,835.  Subsequent  to  this  date  all 
amounts  paid  by  the  stockholders,  as  well  as  an  amount  equal  to 
the  interest  now  being  paid  on  the  $89,050  of  notes,  will  be  used 
to  liquidate  the  $42,835  of  indebtedness. 

Applicant  asks  that  as  the  $177,500  of  pledged  bonds  are 
being  released  through  the  payment  of  the  $89,050  of  notes,  it 
be  permitted  to  deliver  said  bonds  to  the  trustee  as  additional 
security  for  the  payment  of  the  deferred  interest  coupons.  In 
the  opinion  of  counsel  for  applicant,  the  deferred  interest  coupons 
constitute  a  lien  oa  the  properties  of  Southwestern  Home  Tele- 
phone Company.  Eegardless  of  this  fact)  applicant  requests  per- 
mission to  secure  the  payment  of  the  deferred  interest  coupons, 
together  with  the  interest  thereon,  by  depositing  with  the  trustee^ 
as  the  notes  are  paid  off,  the  $177,500  of  bonds.  As  indic£tted^ 
the  maximum  amount  of  the  indebtedness  to  be  secured  by  the 
pledging  of  these  bonds  aggregates  $42,835. 

The  finftTifiiftl  difficulties  of  Southwestern  Home  Telephone 
Company  are  in  a  large  measure  due  to  the  conversion  Of  stock 
into  bonds,  to  whidi  the  Commission  referred  in  its  decision  of 
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February  24,  1914.  The  conversion  of  stock  into  bonds  took 
place  in  1907  and  1908.  The  logical  step  at  this  time  would  be 
to  exchange  some  of  the  outstanding  bonds  for  stock.  Such  a 
procedure,  however,  it  is  alleged,  is  fraught  with  endless  litiga- 
tion. 

The  plan  herein  outlined  is  designed  to  improve  the  financial 
condition  of  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company,  It  has, 
as  its  one  objective,  the  payment  of  the  $89,050  of  notes  and 
the  return  to  the  company^s  treasury  of  the  $177,500  of  pledged 
bonds.  To  bring  about  these  results,  the  holders  of  all  classes 
of  securities  are  asked  to  co-operate.  The  stockholders  are  re- 
quested to  contribute  $47,000 ;  the  noteholders  to  extend  the  time 
within  which  they  demand  payment  of  their  notes  and  in  the 
meantime  accept  a  lower  rate  of  interest,  and  the  bondholders 
to  defer  for  ten  years,  if  necessary,  the  collection  of  the  April 
interest  coupons.  The  plan  contemplates  the  payment  in  full 
of  the  April  interest  coupons,  together  with  the  interest  thereoD 
at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  per  annum.  The  bondholders  are  not 
asked  to  surrender  any  rights.  They  are  asked  to  postpone  the 
enforcement  of  their  rights  under  the  deed  of  trust.  U  the 
plan  for  any  reason  fails,  the  interest  coupons  deposited  with 
the  trustee  will  be  returned  to  the  respective  bondholders.  Under 
the  circumstances,  and  having  in  mind  the  financial  condition 
of  this  company,  I  do  not  believe  that  it  is  an  unreasonable  re- 
quest upon  the  bondholders  to  ask  them  to  co-operate  in  carrying 
out  the  financial  plan  to  such  a  degree  so  that  the  bonds  now 
pledged  will  be  returned  to  applicant's  treasury  as  the  $89,050 
of  notes  are  being  paid  off.    The  order  herein  will  so  provide. 

Applicant  has  submitted  to  the  Commission  for  approval  a 
copy  of  the  proposed  agreement  to  be  entered  into  by  and  between 
Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company,  certain  bondholders 
of  said  company,  and  a  banking  institution  as  trustee;  also  a 
copy  of  a  proposed  trustee's  certificate  to  be  issued  in  exchange 
for^the  deposited  April  interest  coupons.  Under  the  jHroposed 
agreement,  the  application  of  the  moneys  paid  to  the  trustee 
under  the  plan  vests  in  the  final  analysis  with  a  committee  of 
five  bondholders.  While  it  is  necessary  tor  this  committee  to 
act  in  an  impartial  manner,  nevBrtheless  it  is  expected  that  it 
will  give  due  consideration  to  the  claim  of  the  holders  of  notes, 
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and  that  whenever  it  can,  without  doing  an  injustice  to  other 
noteholders,  it  will  pay  the  most  urgent  claims  made  upon  it. 
I  do  not  believe  it  is  necessary  for  the  Commission,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  approve  the  proposed  agreement.  It  is  neces- 
sary, however,  that  the  proposed  agreement  be  modified  so  as  to 
be  in  accord  with  the  order  of  the  Commission.  A  copy  of  the 
agreement  as  finally  executed  shall  be  filed  with  the  Railroad 
Commission. 
I  submit  herewith  the  following  form  of  order: 

ORDER. 

Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Company  having  applied  to 
the  Railroad  Commission  for  authority  to  issue  notes,  trustee's 
certificates,  and  to  pledge  bonds,  as  hereinbefore  stated,  and  a 
public  hearing  having  been  held,  and  the  Commission  being  of 
the  opinion  that  this  application  should  be  granted  subject  to 
the  conditions  of  the  order  herein. 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Com- 
pany be  and  it  is  hereby  granted  authority  to  issue  two-year  6 
per  cent  notes  in  the  aggregate  sum  of  $89,050  for  the  purpose 
of  refunding  the  following  notes : 


Name. 


Mary  G.  Prendergast    

Prendergast  Estate   

F.  H.  Wells  

J.  W.  Brock   

Joseph  8.  Hale  

Mary  G.  Casselberry  

Prendergast  Estate   

E.  M.  Izard 

Ellen  A.  Lewis   

Estate  Mary  S.  Sargent   

Alice   P.  and  Mary   Den i son    . 

Ellen  A.  Roberts   

Henry  Fisher    

E.  J.  Wolverton  

J.  O.  Thompson 

C.  H.  Rohrer    

Gertrude  A.  Hayes 

Henry  Fisher 

Henry  Fisher    

Mary  J.  Webster  

First  National  Bank,  Redlands 


Amount. 


Total     $89,050.00 


$1,250.00 

10,000.00 

10,000.00 

6,000.00 

2,000.00 

2,500.00 


Maturing 
Date. 


Apr. 
Apr. 
Apr. 
Apr. 
May 
July 


30, 
80, 
25, 
25, 

3, 

7, 


8,000.00{May  15, 
4,500.00;june  15, 
2,000.00  May  6, 
6,000.00  May  3, 
2,250.00  June  11, 
1,000.00!  Apr.  3, 
1,800.00  Sept.  1, 
1,000.00  May  11, 
1,000.00)  May  6, 
4,250.00  June  1, 
3,000.00!june  29, 
1,500.00'  Oct.  8, 
2,000.00  Jan.  22, 
10,000.00;  JuBe  30, 
10,000.00  Feb.      1, 


rns 

1918 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1018 
1917 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1917 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1918 
1917 
1919 
1918 
1918 
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It  is  hereby  further  ordered  that  Southwestem  Home  Tele- 
phone Company  be  and  it  is  hereby  granted  authority  to  issue 
$80,625  face  value  of  trustee's  certificates,  or  such  an  amount 
thereof  as  may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  proposed  refinancing 
plan  outlined  in  the  foregoing  opinion ;  said  trustee's  certificates 
to  be  substantially  in  the  same  form  as  the  trustee's  certificate 
filed  with  this  Commission  on  January  3,  1918. 

It  is  hereby  further  ordered  that  Southwestern  Home  Tele- 
phone Company  be  and  it  is  hereby  granted  authority  to  pledge 
$177,500  of  bonds  to  secure  the  payment  of  the  two-year  6  per 
cent  notes  herein  authorized  to  be  issued;  provided,  that  said 
bonds  be  pledged  in  the  same  ratio  as  at  present  to  secure  the 
payment  of  the  notes  to  be  refunded ;  and  provided,  further,  that 
upon  the  payment  of  said  notes,  or  any  of  the  notes  to  be  re- 
funded through  the  issue  of  the  notes  herein  authorized  to  be 
issued,  bonds  pledged  as  security  therefor  shall  be  returned  to 
iipplicant's  treasury  in  such  an  amount  so  that  the  ratio  of  the 
face  value  of  the  bonds  remaining  in  pledge  to  the  face  value 
of  the  unpaid  notes  shall  be  substantially  as  two  to  one.  Any 
bonds  returned  to  applicant's  treasury  through  the  payment  of 
notes  shall  be  hereafter  issued  only  upon  further  order  of  the 
Kailroad  Commission. 

The  authority  herein  granted  is  granted  upon  the  following 
conditions,  and  not  otherwise: 

1.  Applicant  shall  file  with  the  Commission  within  thirty 
days  after  its  execution  a  verified  copy  of  the  proposed  agree- 
ment under  the  terms  of  which  the  plan  herein  outlined  is  to 
be  carried  out 

2.  Applicant  shall  file  with  the  Commission  within  thirty 
days  after  the  plan  becomes  operative  a  verified  copy  of  the 
trustee's  certificate. 

3.  Applicant  shall  file  with  the  Commission  semiannual  re- 
ports showing  in  detail  the  payments  made  to  the  trustee  under 
this  plan,  and  the  application  of  such  payments,  and  the  amount 
and  the  number  of  the  bonds  returned  to  its  treasury. 

4.  The  authority  herein  granted  shall  not  become  effective 
until  applicant  has  paid  the  fee  prescribed  by  the  Public  Utilities 
Act 

5.  The  authority  herein  granted  shall  apply  only  to  such 
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notes,  bonds^  and  trustee's  certificates  as  may  be  issued  on  or 
before  November  80,  1918. 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Railroad  Commis- 
sion of  the  State  of  California. 

Note. — ^The  above  order  was  modified  by  supplemental  order,  Jan. 
29,  1918,  so  as  to  permit  the  Southwestern  Home  Telephone  Com- 
pany to  pledge  bonds  to  secure  the  payment  of  deferred  interest  cer- 
tificates to  be  issued  in  lieu  of  April  interest  coupons,  and  thus  secure 
the  pa3'^ment  of  amounts  actually  advanced  to  the  company  by  its 
bondholders:  Condition  5  of  the  original  order  was  amended  so  as 
to  apply  to  certificates  issued  on  or  before  March  1, 1918,  and  to  such 
bonds  as  may  be  issued  to  cany  out  the  financial  plan  referred  to 
in  the  original  case. 


HiiiiNois  supreme:  coxtrt. 

STATE  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION  EX  EEL. 
EVANSVILLE  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

V. 

OKAW  VALLEY  MUTUAL  TELEPHONE  ASSOCIATION. 

[No.  11,782.] 
(282  111.  336,  118  N.  E.  760.) 

ComtnisHons  —  Jurisdiction. 

1.  The  Illinois  CommiaBion  has  no  jurisdiction  to  restrain  the  op- 
eration of  a  public  utility  that  has  not  obtained  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity;  since  its  authority  is  limited  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  to  the  prosecution  of  parties  in  the  proper  courts,  for 
violations  of  the  law. 

Public  utilities  —  Mutual  telephone  companies  ^  Ultra  vires  act. 

2.  An  association  chartered  to  maintain  a  telephone  system  for  the 
private  use  of  its  members  is  not  a  public  utility,  and  does  not  become 
one,  so  as  to  subject  it  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission, 
by  the  acceptance  of  a  municipal  franchise  authorizing  it  to  use  the 
public  streets,  or  by  the  violation  of  its  charter  in  rendering  servioe  to 
the  public 

[February  20,  1918.] 
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Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court,  Sangamon 
County,  E.  S.  Smith,  Judge,  reversing  an  order  of  the  Illinois 
Public  Utilities  Commission  restraining  the  Okaw  Valley  Mutual 
Telephone  Association  from  operating  until  it  secured  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity;  affirmed. 

Appearances:  William  M.  Schuwerk,  of  Evansville,  for  ap- 
pellant Evansville  Telephone  Company ;  Edward  J.  Brundage, 
Attorney  General,  George  T.  Buckingham,  of  Chicago,  William 
E.  Troutmann,  and  Albert  D.  Rodenberg,  of  Springfield,  for  ap- 
pellant Public  Utilities  Commission;  H.  Clay  Horner,  of  Ches- 
ter, for  appellee. 

Duncan,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
Appellant,  the  Evansville  Telephone  Company,  a  corporation 
organized  in  1904,  under  the  general  incorporation  act  of  this 
state,  for  the  purpose  of  doing  a  general  telephone  business  in 
Evansville,  Illinois,  and  vicinity,  and  which  was  conducting  a 
telephone  exchange  in  said  village,  on  September  12,  1916,  filed 
a  complaint  with  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  lUinois 
against  appellee,  the  Okaw  Valley  Mutual  Telephone  Associa- 
tion, praying  that  appellee  be  restrained  from  operating  and 
maintaining  a  telephone  system,  switchboard,  and  central  station 
in  said  village  until  it  should  obtain  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  under  the  provisions  of  §  55  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  Act  to  Provide  for  the  Regulation  of  Public  Utilities." 
Hurd's  Stat.  1916,  chap.  Ilia,  p.  2037.  Appellee  answered 
the  complaint,  specifically  challenging  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission  to  enter  any  order  against  it  under 
eaid  section.  Evidence  was  taken  before  the  master  in  chancery 
of  Randolph  county,  and  a  transcript  thereof  was  filed  with  the 
Commission.  After  considering  the  evidence  returned  by  ^e 
master  upon  the  issues,  the  Commission  granted  the  relief  prayed 
in  the  complaint,  and  ordered  appellee  to  cease  the  operation  of 
its  telephone  system  in  said  village  and  vicinity,  until  it  obtained 
such  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  from  the  Commis- 
sion, authorizing  it  to  engage  in  the  operation  of  such  system. 
An  appeal  was  taken  from  such  order  to  the  circuit  court  of 
Sangamon  county,  where  the  order  of  the  Commission  was  re- 
versed.    From  that  judgment  the  Public  Utilities  CommiasioD 
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and  the  Evansville  Telephone  Company  prayed  and  were  granted 
an  appeal  to  this  court. 

The  objects  for  which  the  appellee  was  incorporated,  as  dis- 
closed by  its  charter  and  its  application  therefor,  are  to  erect 
and  maintain  a  telephone  system  in  and  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
village  of  Evansville,  Eandolph  county,  Illinois,  "for  the  private 
use  of  the  members  of  said  association,  only  for  the  purpose  of 
telephonic  communication  between  them  and  for  their  private 
and  community  interest,  and  not  for  the  pecuniary  profit  of  any 
person  or  persons  connected  with  said  association,  and  not  for 
the  pecuniary  profit  of  any  stockholder  or  person  interested  as 
owner  of  any  interest  in  said  corporation."     The  record  shows 
that  appellee  was  incorporated  February  2,  1916,  with  about 
forty  members,  most  all,  if  not  all,  of  whom  were  patrons  of  the 
Evansville  Telephone  Company,  and  that  the  cost  of  the  tele- 
phones and  service  of  the  same  to  every  member  of  the  company 
is  $22.50,  and  in  addition  thereto  switching  charges  of  about 
$4  per  year.    The  lines  and  poles  of  appellee  paralleled  the  lines 
of  the  Evansville  Telephone  Company  throughout  the  territory 
served  by  it,  and  appellee's  lines  and  poles  are  connected  with  a 
central  switchboard  in  said  village.     Appellee's  system  has  no 
connection  of  any  kind  with  any  local,  long-distance,  or  other 
telephone  system.    After  it  had  incorporated,  appellee  was  grant- 
ed the  right  to  use  the  streets  of  Evansville  for  its  lines  by  an 
ordinance  of  said  village  passed  March  10,  1916,  for  the  pur^ 
pose  of  "supplying  to  the  citizens  of  said  village  and  the  public 
communication  by  telephone  or  electric  signals,  such  right  to 
continue  for  twenty  years,"  which  ordinance  was  accepted  by 
appellee.     On  November  28,  1916,  after  said  information  was 
filed,  at  the  instance  of  appellee  the  village  passed  a  new  ordi- 
nance granting  the  right  to  appellee  "to  erect  and  maintain  upon 
the  streets,  alleys,  and  public  places  of  said  village  the  poles, 
wires,  and  fixtures  necessary  and  convenient  for  supplying  to 
the  members  of  said  mutual  telephone  association  communication 
by  telephone,  such  right  to  continue  for  a  period  of  twenty  years." 
An  ordinance  very  similar  to  the  ordinance  of  March  10,  1916, 
was  passed  by  said  village  on  February  11,  1916,  in  favor  of 
appellee,  except  that  the  last-named  ordinance  further  provided 
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hall  of  said  Tillage  on  demand  of  said  village/'  which  latter 
provision  was  to  be  one  of  the  terms  upon  which  the  right  was 
granted,  but  the  ordinance  was  never  accepted  by  appellee.  An 
indiscriminate  canvass  was  made  for  stockholders  by  the  oigan- 
izers  of  appellee  before  it  was  incorporated,  but  no  canvass  was 
made  for  stockholders  after  it  was  incorporated,  and  no  ,new 
stockholders  have  been  accepted  since  said  incorporation,  although 
one  of  the  directors  testified  that  anyone  might  join  appellee 
as  a  stockholder  by  paying  $22.50  for  a  share  and  in  additioo 
thereto  $4  switch  dues  per  annum.  By  the  by-laws,  whatever 
of  surplus  funds  should  remain  after  the  payment  of  all  costs 
of  the  line  and  switching  service  is  to  be  divided  equally  among 
all  the  stockholders.  It  further  appears  from  the  evidence  that 
members  of  appellee  used  its  lines  in  communicating  with  parties 
not  members  of  appellee,  and  that  third  parties  used  the  lines 
of  appellee  in  communicating  with  members  of  appellee  on  mat- 
ters of  business  or  of  necessity,  but  no  charges  were  accepted  or 
made  for  such  communications.  In  a  few  instances  members 
of  appellee  telephoned  to  a  store  in  which  was  placed  a  phone 
of  appellee  and  also  one  of  appellant,  and  had  messages  trans- 
ferred to  the  phone  of  appellant  to  parties  located  on  appellant's 
line,  and  answers  from  such  parties  were  returned  over  the  line 
of  appellant  and  the  line  of  appellee  to  the  party  requesting  such 
return  message.  No  charges  were  made  by  appellee  for  any  of 
such  messages,  but  appellant  in  every  instance  was  pcud  its 
regular  charges  for  such  messages. 

[1]  The  Public  Utilities  Conmiission  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
enter  any  order  in  this  case.  The  jurisdiction  of  the  Commis- 
sion is,  by  the  terms  of  the  statute,  confined  to  the  control  and 
supervision  of  owners  and  operators  of  property  devoted  to  public 
use,  and  to  prosecutions  of  parties  violating  the  orders  of  the 
Commission  and  provisions  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  in  the 
name  of  the  people.  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel. 
!Macon  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Bethany  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.  270 
111.  183,  P.u!r1916A,  997,  110  N.  E.  334,  Ann.  Cas.  1917B, 
495 ;  Kurd's  Stat.  1916,  chap.  Ilia,  §§  75,  78,  79.  While  it  is  a 
part  of  its  duty  to  prosecute  violators  of  its  rules  and  orders,  as 
aforesaid,  and  for  violations  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  the 
Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  entertain  a  prosecution  before 
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it  of  any  party  or  parties  failing  or  neglecting  to  obtain  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity  who  are  required  to  do  so 
under  said  §  55.  It  simply  has  the  right  and  is  clothed  with 
the  duty  to  prosecute  such  parties  in  the  proper  courts,  as  pro- 
vided in  §§  75,  78,  and  79.  The  Commission  would,  however, 
have  jurisdiction  to  entertain  an  application  for  such  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  by  any  parly  who  is  required  to 
obtain  such  certificate  under  §  55. 

[2]  While  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  benefits  be  received  by 
the  whole  public,  or  even  by  a  large  part  thereof,  to  constitute  a 
public  use,  still  it  is  necessary  that  all  persons  have  an  equal 
right  to  the  use,  and  such  use  must  not  be  confined  to  specific 
privileged  persons  to  make  it  a  public  use  within  the  meaning 
of  said  act.  "The  question  of  the  nature  of  a  corporation  can- 
not depend  upon  the  number  of  persons  engaged  in  the  enterprise 
for  their  mutual  benefit,  but  the  nature  of  a  corporation  and  the 
jmrpose  for  which  it  is  organized  must  be  ascertained  by  refer- 
ence to  the  terms  of  its  charter,  and  in  the  case  of  a  corporation 
organized  under  a  general  law  such  nature  and  purpose  are  de- 
fined by  that  law."  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel. 
Macon  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Bethany  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.  supra. 
The  charter  of  appellee  is  substantially  identical  in  its  provisions 
with  the  charter  of  the  Bethany  Telephone  Association  con- 
sidered by  this  court  in  the  case  above  cited,  and  limits  the  use 
of  appellee's  telephone  system  to  its  members.  It  is  not  a  public 
utility  corporation  within  the  meaning  of  said  act;  and  it  has 
no  right  or  power,  under  its  charter,  to  serve  the  public  with 
telephone  service,  as  could  a  public  utility  corporation  organized 
and  equipped  to  give  the  public  such  telephone  service.  It  can 
only  exercise  the  rights  and  powers  granted  by  its  charter,  and 
would  be  subject  to  a  penalty  and  to  a  forfeiture  of  its  franchise 
if  it  should  assume  to  act  or  to  serve  the  public  generally  as  a 
telephone  company  organized  and  chartered  to  serve  the  public 
for  hire.  It  had  no  right  to  a  "certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity^'  under  §  55,  or  under  any  other  section  of  the  act,  and 
could  not  legally  have  obtained  one  without  first  obtaining  a 
new  charter,  if  it  had  applied  in  person  to  the  Commission  for 
such  certificate.  The  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  given  no 
right  or  power  to  extend  appellee's  charter  rights  and  powers^ 
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and  it  therefore  has  no  right  or  power^  xmder  ihe  statute,  to  issue 
to  it  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  or  to  give  it  the 
right  and  power  to  do  a  telephone  business  as  a  puUic  utility. 

It  is  not  necessary  or  proper  for  us  to  detennine  in  this  case 
the  question  whether  or  not  appellee  has  exceeded  or  violated  its 
charter  rights,  as  no  such  question  is  presented  by  this  record. 
If  it  be  true  that  appellee  has  violated  its  charter  or  usurped 
rights  and  powers  not  granted  to  it,  such  violations  cannot  hare 
the  effect  to  make  it  a  public  utility.  Such  violations,  if  any, 
would  give  the  Conunission  the  right  to  proceed  against  appellee, 
in  the  name  of  the  people,  by  injunction  to  restrain  appellee  from 
the  performance  of  such  illegal  acts,  as  provided  in  §  75,  and 
such  acticm  would  have  to  be  b^mi  in  a  proper  court  of  com- 
petent jurisdiction  to  entertain  such  proceedings;  but  we  can 
find  no  provision  anywhere  in  said  act  that  gives  the  Ck»nmissios 
jurisdiction  to  restrain  appellee  from  conunitting  sudi  iUegal 
acts.  As  the  Commission  was  without  jurisdiction  to  enter  any 
order  in.  the  case,  the  circuit  court  properly  reversed  its  decision, 
without  any  remanding  order  or  direction  to  the  Commission. 

The  first  ordinance  of  the  village  granting  appellee  the  right 
to  use  its  streets  for  telephone  lines,  etc.,  has  no  significance  in 
this  case,  as  it  was  never  accepted  by  appellee.  The  second  ordi- 
nance of  the  village  can  have  no  effect  in  the  decision  of  this 
case,  which  is  practically  admitted  by  appellant,  as  no  ordinance 
of  the  village  could  have  the  effect  to  make  appellee  a  public 
utility.  For  the  same  reason,  and  for  other  reasons  above  given, 
the  fact  that  other  parties  were  permitted,  without  charge,  to  use 
the  phones  of  appellee,  even  where  the  same  were  used  in  trans- 
ferring messages  to  persons  on  the  line  of  the  Evansville  Tele- 
phone Company,  has  no  significance  in  the  decision  of  this  case. 
This  is  true,  also^  as  to  the  complaint  that  appellee  is  apparently 
assuming  the  right  to  add  members,  without  limit,  as  stock- 
holders. The  evidence  shows  that  it  has  not  done  so,  and  aU  such 
complaints  are  merely,  in  substance,  complaints  to  the  effect  that 
appellee  is  exceeding,  or  about  to  exceed,  its  ehartei:  rights  and 
powers. 

The  cases  of  State  Public  Utilities  Commission  ex  reL  Ill^oble 
Teleph.  Co.  v.  Noble  MuL  Teleph.  Co.  268  Dl.  411,  P.U.R 
1916D,  897,  109  N.  E.  298,  Ann.  Cas.  1916D,  897,  and  State 
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Public  UtiKties  Commission  ex  rel.  Pike  County  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Noble,  276  111.  121,  P.U.R.1917A,  620,  118  N.  R  910,  cited  by 
appellant  and  relied  on  by  it  as  authority  for  its  contention,  are 
not  in  point  The  telephone  companies  or  individuals  complained 
against  were  not  incorporated  with  charters  defining  their  rights 
and  powers^  as  the  charter  of  appellee  does  in  this  case.  The 
question  of  the  jurisdiction  oi  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
to  entertain  the  complaint  was  not  raised  in  either  of  those  cases, 
except  on  the  ground  they  were  not  public  utilities. 

We  do  not  regard  the  <;ase  of  Terminal  Taxicab  Co.  v.  Kutz, 
241  U.  8.  252,  60  L.  ed.  984,  P.U.R1916D,  972,  36  Sup.  Ct 
Rep.  683,  Ann.  Cas.  1916D,  765,  as  announcing  any  doctrine 
contrary  to  the  holding  of  this  court  in  State  Public  Utilities 
Commission  ex  rd.  Macon  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Bethany  Mut. 
Teleph.  Asso.  supra.  The  holding  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the 
United  States  in  the  case  just  cited  is  that  the  corporation  therein 
complained  of  was  an  agency  for  public  use  for  the  conveyance 
of  persons,  because  of  the  fact  that  it  was  authorized  by  its 
charter  to  ^'operate  automobiles,  taxicabs,  and  other  vehicles,  and 
to  carry  passengers  and  goods  by  such  vehicles,"  although  its 
charter  further  declared  that  it  was  not  '^o  exercise  any  of  the 
powers  of  a  public  service  corporation.'*  The  fact  that  it  was 
authorized  to  operate  automobiles,  etc.,  and  to  carry  passengers 
by  such  vehicles,  auth(mzed  it  to  do  the  business  of  a  common 
carrier;  and  it  was  therefore  chartered  as  ^'an  agent  for  public 
use  for  the  conveyance  of  persons,"  etc.,  notwithstanding  that 
the  charter  further  recited  that  it  was  not  to  exercise  any  of  the 
powers  of  a  public  service  corporation.  It  was  therefore  said 
in  that  case,  in  substance,  that  what  it  was  authorized  to  do, 
an.d  really  did  do,  under  that  authorization  determined  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  it  was  a  public  service  corporation. 

For  the  reasons  above  given  the  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court 
5b  affirmed. 

Judgment  affirmed. 
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DCPARTMKNT. 

EE  STATE  HIGHWAY  NO.  5469. 

(—  App.  Div.  — ,  169  N.  Y.  Supp.  292.) 

Cro99ingB  —  Bxpefise  —  AccounHng  —  SUUute  —  Interest  —  LloMUfy 
of  state. 

The  New  York  statute  fixing  the  procedure  for  an  accounting  be- 
tween the  parties  liable  for  the  expense  of  the  establishment  of  a  high- 
way crossing  over  a  railroad  right  of  way  primarily  paid  by  the  railroad 
company,  specially  proyiding  for  interest  subsequent  to  the  accounting 
where  a  railroad  company  or  a  municipality  fails  to  pay  the  amount 
due,  but  making  no  provision  for  interest  upon  the  failure  of  the  Com- 
mission of  highways,  as  the  state's  representative,  to  make  payment, 
nevertheless  contemplates  that  the  state  pay  interest  up  to  the  time  the 
accounting  has  be^n  actually  completed,  on  the  sum  due  from  it  to  t\B 
railroad  company,  which  has  acted  in  good  faith  throughout  the  trans- 
action. 

[March  6,  1918.] 

Appbal  from  an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission, 
denying  interest  claim  by  the  Ulster  &  Delaware  Eailroad  Com- 
pany in  the  accounting  for  the  expense  of  a  highway  crossing 
over  its  tracks  at  the  town  of  Roxbury;  Commission  order  re- 
versed. 

Argued  before  John  M.  Kellogg,  P,  J.,  and  Lyon,  Woodward, 
Cochrane,  and  Henry  T.  Kellogg,  JJ. 

Appearances:  H.  H.  Flemming,  of  Kingston,  for  appellant; 
Ledyard  P.  Hale,  of  Albany,  for  Public  Service  Commission. 

Woodward,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
This  proceeding  was  begun  by  the  service  upon  the  appellant, 
by  the  State  Commission  of  Highways,  of  a  notice  under  §  90 
of  the  Eailroad  Law,  of  the  intention  to  lay  out  a  new  piece  of 
highway  across  the  tracks  of  the  appellant  at  HubbeFs  Comers, 
town  of  Roxbury,  All  of  the  proceedings  were  had  according  to 
law,  resulting  in  the  change  of  the  crossing,  the  accounts  of  the 
various  parties  to  the  proceeding  have  been  adjusted,  and  the 
appellant  was  paid  the  full  amount  of  its  claim,  less  certain 
interest;  and  the  only  question  presented  by  this  appeal  is  the 
right  of  the  appellant  to  interest  upon  its  claim  from  the  1st 
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day  of  January,  1917,  to  the  29th  day  of  June,  1917,  when  the 
amount  was  paid. 

Section  94  of  the  Railroad  Law  (as  amended  by  Laws  1915, 
chap.  240)  provides  (subdivision  6)  that  in  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  §  90  the  work  shall  be  done  by  the  railroad  com- 
pany, and  that  the  expense  shall  be  borne  primarily  by  the  rail- 
road corporation,  while  the  expense  of  acquiring  additional 
lands,  rights,  or  easements,  in  the  case  of  a  state  or  county  high- 
way, is  to  be  met  from  funds  in  the  control  of  the  Commission. 
By  subdivision  7  it  is  provided  that,  upon  "the  completion  of 
the  work  and  its  approval  by  the  Public  Service  Commission,  an 
accounting  shall  be  bad  between  the  railroad  corporation  and 
the  municipal  corporation  or  the  State  Commission  of  Highways 
of  the  amounts  expended  by  each  with  interest,  and  if  it  shall 
appear  that  the  railroad  corporation  or  the  municipal  corpora- 
tion or  the  State  Commission  of  Highways  has  expended  more 
than  its  proportion  of  the  expense  of  the  crossing  as  herein  pro- 
vided a  settlement  shall  be  fortl^with  made  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  section.  .  .  •  All  items  of  expenditure 
shall  be  verified  under  oath,  and  in  case  of  a  dispute  between 
the  railroad  corporation  and  the  municipal  corporation  or  the 
State  Commission  of  Highways  as  to  the  amount  expended,  any 
judge  of  the  supreme  court  in  the  judicial  district  in  which  the 
municipality  or  the  state  or  county  highway  is  situated  may 
appoint  a  referee  to  take  testimony  as  to  the  amount  expended, 
and  the  confirmation  of  the  report  of  the  referee  shall  be  final. 
In  the  event  of  the  failure  of  refusal  of  the  railroad  corporation 
to  pay  its  proportion  of  the  expense,  the  same  with  interest  from 
the  date  of  such  accounting  may  be  levied  and  assessed  upon  the 
railroad  corporation  and  collected  in  the  same  manner  that  taxes 
and  assessments  are  now  collected  by  the  municipal  corporaticHi 
within  which  the  work  is  done ;  and  in  the  event  of  the  failure 
or  refusal  of  the  municipal  corporation  to  pay  its  proportion 
of  the  expense  an  action  may  be  maintained  by  the  railroad  cor- 
poi'ation  for  the  collection  of  the  same  with  interest  from  the 
date  of  such  accounting,  or  the  railroad  corporation  may  offset 
such  amount  with  interest,  against  any  taxes  levied  cor  assessed 
against  it  or  its  property  by  such  municipal  corporation." 

The-  scheme  of  the  statute,  as  between  the  railroad  corporation 
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and  a  municipal  corporation,  is  clear.  The  statute  provides  for 
an  accounting  as  bet\vBen  them  (as  well  as  between  the  railroad 
corporation  and  the  Commission  of  Highways),  in  whidi  the 
items  of  expenditure  must  be  given  under  oath,  and  these  items 
are  to  be  "with  interest'*  When  this  accounting  has  been  ac- 
complished, and  the  account  is  made  up,  with  interest,  if  either 
the  railroad  or  municipal  corporation  fails  or  refuses  to  pay  the 
amount,  provision  is  made  by  which  the  payment  may  be  enforced 
with  certainty,  "with  interest  from  the  date  of  such  accounting;" 
t^at  is,  the  interest,  up  to  the  time  of  the  accounting,  is  merged 
in  the  account, — ^it  becomes  a  part  of  the  indebtedness.  Devlin 
V.  New  York,  131  K  Y.  123, 125,  80  N.  E.  45,  The  accounting 
merges  the  claim  and  interest  into  a  single  item,  with  much  of 
the  character  of  a  judgment;  and  it  is  then  provided  that,  in 
the  event  of  a  failure  or  refusal  to  pay,  either  paity  may  proceed 
in  a  maimer  to  insure  the  collection  of  the  amount,  with  interest 
from  the  date  of  the  accounting. 

The  same  method  of  procedure  is  followed  in  determining  the 
amount  to  be  paid  by  the  Commission  of  Highways ;  the  aoooimt 
is  to  be  itemized  and  allowed,  with  interest,  and  then  subdivision 
8  of  §  94  provides  that  the  ^^state's  prop<Nrtion  of  the  expense  of 
changing  any  existing  grade  crossing  or  the  structure  of  any 
existing  crossing  above  or  below  grade  shall  b^  paid  by  the  state 
treasurer  on  the  warrant  of  the  comptroller,  to  which  shall  be 
appended  the  certificate  of  the  Publio  Service  Conamission  to 
the  effect  that  the  work  has  hem  properly  performed  and  a  state- 
ment showing  the  situation  of  the  crossing  or  structure  that  has 
been  changed,  the  total  cost  and  the  pioporticmate  expense  there- 
of;  and  the  money  shall  be  paid  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the  rail- 
road corporation  or  to  the  nranieipal  oorporation  as  the  PuUie 
Service  Commission  may  direct,  subject,  however,  to  the  rights 
of  the  respective  parties  as  they  appear  £raia  the  aooonatiBg  or 
intermediate  accounting  to  be  had  aa  hoFeiabef ore  provided  for." 

The  statute  has  specially  provided  for  interest  mheequent  to 

the  aooounting  in  these  two  eases,  hot  has  vaade  no  provision 

for  interest  wh«re  it  ia  the  OM»miasion  of  Hif^ways  (or  the 

stale)  wfaieh  laila  to  pay ;  for  the  reason,  no'ldoubt^  that  the  state 

is  always  prepared  to  pay  when  the  ocmditiona  named  in  ^® 

statale  have  been  oomplied  widi^  and  only  an  inaidental  delay 
p.UJLiaisa 
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would  be  e:ipeeted.  We  are  of  tte  opinioaiy  however,  that  up  to 
the  time  that  the  accounting  has  been  actually  completed,  where 
the  railroad  corporation  has  acted  with  good  faith  in  the  premises, 
the  statute  contemplates  the  payment  of  interest.  It  is  a  part 
of  the  cost  or  expense  of  the  work,  and  where  the  accounting 
is  delayed  by  reason  of  mutual  mistakes,  as  in  tlie  instant  case, 
there  would  seem  to  be  no  good  reason  why  interest  should  not  be 
allowed.  The  Commission,  in  its  opinion,  says  that  it  is  its 
custom  to  fix  a  reasonable  time  for  the  completion  of  the  account- 
ing, at  which  time  interest  ceases  to  run,  and  if  this  had  been 
done  in  the  present  case  we  should  be  inclined  to  hold  that  the 
statute  had  been  complied  with.  But  it  was  not  done ;  the  rail- 
road corporation  appears  to  have  proceeded  with  diligence  in 
the  matter  of  bringing  about  an  adjustment,  and  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  it  was  entitled  to  have  interest  computed  up  to  the 
time  that  the  accounting  was  actual^  accomplished.  The  revised 
account  appears  to  have  been  submitted  to  the  Public  Service 
Commission  on  or  about  the  19th  of  March,  1917,  and,  taking 
into  consideration  the  delays  incident  to  proceedings  of  this 
nature,  we  think  it  not  improper  to  figure  the  interest  up  to  the 
1st  of  April.  The  state  had  had  the  use  of  the  railroad  corpora- 
tion's money  up  to  that  time,  no  doubt,  in  the  ordinary  course 
of  business ;  it  was  not,  in  f act^  paid  until  the  29th  day  of  June, 
1917. 

The  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  should  be  re- 
versed, and  the  matter  should  be  returned  to  the  Commission,  to 
adjust  the  interest  in  hannomy  with  this  opinion,  with  costs  to 
the  appeUant 

All  concur. 

Note.-^Cro88mgB. 

J^aufer  of  OotnnU^Hon* 

It  is  within  the  power  of  the  Colorado  Commission,  after  hearing, 
to  order  the  vdocation,  alteration,  or  ebolishjBient  of  existing  or  fu- 
ture track  crossings.  Boulder  v.  Colorado  &  S,  B.  Co,  Decision  No. 
155,  Case  Na  114,  Jan.  5,  1918* 

The  New  Jersey  Commission  haa  jurisdiction  to  compel  a  railroad 
company  to  comply  with  its  charter  requirements  relati^Q  tp  tioe  con- 
struction and  maintenanee  of  adequate  bridges  or  passages  over  and 
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imc'er  its  tracks  at  highway  crossings  by  virtue  of  the  power  conferred 
upon  the  Commission  by  the  Public  Utilities  Act  (Pamph.  Laws 
1911,  §  17,  chap.  195)  to  require  every  public  utility  to  conform  to 
the  duties  imposed  upon  it  by  its  charter.  Re  Passaic  County,  Oct. 
24,  1917. 

The  California  Commission  has  no  power  to  prevent  the  construc- 
tion of  grade  crossings  on  the  ground  of  injury  to  property  owners. 
T^e  Western  P.  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  4744,  Application  No.  3139,  Oct. 
11,  1917. 

In  Elick  V.  Chicago  &  E.  R.  Co.  (Ind.)  No.  114,  Nov.  16,  1917, 
petition  for  separation  of  grade  of  certain  railroads  at  the  principal 
highway  crossings  in  the  to^n  of  Uniondale  was  dismissed  for  want 
of  jurisdiction  to  require  grade  separation  in  incorporated  towns  at 
the  time  the  case  was  tried.  The  statute  has  since  been  amended  so 
as  to  apply  to  cities  and  incorporated  towna  of  20,000  population  or 
less. 

The  right  to  resort  to  the  Railroad  Commissioners  under  the  Iowa 
statute,  for  an  order  requiring  the  construction  of  a  private  crossing 
over  a  railroad,  is  merely  permissive,  and  is  not  inconsistent  with 
the  continued  power  of  the  courts  to  enforce  the  right  of  property 
owners  to  such  crossings.  O'Malley  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Co. 
(1918)  —  Iowa  — ,  166  N.  W.  1002. 

The  Colorado  Commission  has  authority  to  apportion  the  expense 
of  the  relocation,  alteration,  or  abolishment  of  track  crossings,  among 
the  proper  parties.  Boulder  v.  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.  Decision  No. 
155,  Case  No.  114,  Jan.  5,  1918. 

Construction  of  croaMngs^ 

The  convenience  of  school  children,  the  increased  availability  of  a 
building  area,  and  the  convenience  of  sixteen  resident  families,  are 
not  of  sufficient  weight  to  justify  the  Commission  in  approving  a 
grade  crossing  for  a  new  street  crossing  main  line  railroad  tracks, 
where  the  crossing  would  be  dangerous,  and,  upon  its  8ubae(\ueint 
elimination,  the  state  would  be  required  to  bear  a  portion  of  the  ex- 
pense.   Re  Corning  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  Case  No.  6044,  Dec.  27^  191^' 

No  sufficient  grounds  exist  for  the  construction  of  a  crossing  ^^ 
the  intersection  of  a  city  street  and  a  railroad,  where  a  limited  are^ 
only  would  be  benefited  and  there  are  other  available  crossings  u^ 
close  proximity  that  are  in  safe  condition  for  travBl;  it  appjearin^ 
that  a  grade  crossing  would  be  too  dangeroua^  and  that  tiie  expense 
of  installing  either  a  subway  or  viaduct  would  not  be  justified  oon- 
sidering  the  area  and  population  served  and  the  benefits  to  be  de- 
rived  therefrom.  Higginsville  v.  Missouri*  P.  R. -Co.  (Mo.)  C^ 
No.  1250,  Oct.  2,  1917. 

In  Re  Construction  of  Crossings,  General  Order  33,  Nov.  27,  l^^^' 
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the  Illinois  GommiBsion  by  a  general  order  directed  that  there 
should  not  be  constructed  without  the  permission  of  the  Commission 
any  street  or  highway  across  the  tracks  of  a  railroad  at  grade,  any 
additional  track  across  a  public  highway  at  grade,  nor  the  relocation 
of  a  crossing;  and  also  directed  that  plans  for  the  construction,  or 
reconstruction  of  any  overhead  crossing  or  subway  should  be  filed 
withvthe  Commission  for  its  approval  before  beginning  the  work  of 
construction. 

In  Re  Western  P.  B.  Co.  Decision  No.  4744,  Application  No.  3139, 
Oct.  11,  1917,  upon  granting  permission  for  the  construction  of 
forty-three  crossings  at  grade  across  roads,  streets,  and  highways,  the 
California  Commission  provided  that  twenty^wo  should  be  protect- 
ed by  automatic  flagmen  to  be  installed  at  the  expense  of  applicant, 
two  by  human  flagmen,  and  two  by  crossing  gates ;  and,  upon  grant- 
ing permission  to  cross  the  tracks  of  three  carriers  at  eleven  different 
points,  three  of  the  crossings  were  required  to  be  protected  by  first- 
class  interlocking  plants. 

Private  crosHngs. 

In  Dwyer  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  B.  Co.  (1918)  —  S.  D.  — ,  166 
N.  W.  237,  the  South  Dakota  supreme  court  held  that  §  541  of  the 
Civil  Code  as  amended  by  chapter  295  of  the  Laws  of  1913,  only 
required  farm  crossings,  whether  with  or  without  cattle  guards,  which 
are  safe  and  adequate,  and  does  not  require  the  construction  of  cross- 
ings upon  the  demand  of  landowners  regardless  of  conditions  exist- 
ing at  or  connected  with  the  use  of  the  particular  crossing.  The 
court  further  said  that  statutes  which  confer  upon  landowners  the 
right  to  private  farm  crossings  are  not  grounded  on  the  police  pow- 
ers of  the  state,  but  rest  upon  the  principle  of  law  which  compels 
observance  of  the  rule  that  owners  of  property  must  so  use  it  as  not 
to  injure  another  unnecessarily. 

Eliminatian  of  grade  crossings* 

4 

The  Indiana  Commission  will  not  order  the  separation  of  the 
grade  at  a  dangerous  railroad  crossing,  during  the  continuance  of  the 
abnormal  war  burdens  imposed  upon  the  railroad,  although  such 
separation  will  be  required  when  the  time  becomes  more  opportune. 
Madison  County  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  B.  Co.  No.  3364,  Dec. 
8,  1917. 

As  a  war  measure,  the  Wisconsin  Commissiion  extended;  the  time 

for  the  commencement  of  work  on  a  grade  separation,  since,  under 

existing  conditions,  the  immediate  performance  of  the  work  would 

materially  increase  the  cost  of  thfe  improvement  and  would  divert 

materials,  equipment,  and  labor  from  other  work  which  is  more  di- 
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rectly  essential  to  the  saccessful  prosecution  of  the  war.    Milwaukee 
V.  Chicago,  M.  &  Si  P.  R.  Co.  Oct.  23,  1917. 

The  removal  of  a  grade  crossing  was  ordered,  notwithstanding  ab- 
normal war  conditions,  where  it  appeared  that  the  petition  was  made 
by  the  railroad  company,  that  the  alteration  would  result  in  more 
efficient  operation  of  the  railroad,  that  a  condition  of  exceptional 
danger  would  be  corrected,  and  that  no  expense  would  be  incurred 
by  the  Federal  govermnent.  Re  New  Jersey  Junction  R.  Co.  (N.  J.) 
Jan.  29, 1918. 

Division  of  expense  of  elimination  of  grade  crossings. 

The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission,  in  apportioning 
the  cost  of  a  change  in  the  work  of  abolishing  a  grade  crossing  in 
the  city  of  Lynn,  under  the  Statutes  of  1912.  chap.  492,  §  15,  was 
substituted  for  the  special  commission  provided  therefor  in  the  stat- 
utes of  1906,  chap.  463,  having  the  same  powers  and  subject  to  the 
same  provisions  of  the  statutes  as  when  acting  as  commissioners  by 
agreement  of  the  parties.  Bay  State  Street  R.  Co.  v.  Madeod 
(1918)  —  Mass.  — ,  118  N.  E.  669. 

In  People  ex  rel.  Long  Island  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Conmiis- 
sion  (1918)  —  App.  Div.  — ,  168  N.  Y.  Supp.  832,  it  was  held  that 
a  railroad  company  could  require  the  apportionment  of  necessary 
expenditures  incurred  in  the  elimination  of  a  railroad  crossing  or- 
dered by  a  Public  Service  Commission,  although  such  expenditures 
were  for  moving  structures  of  other  companies,  which  could  have 
been  compelled  by  the  Commission  to  move  the  same. 


ovJjABOma  supreme  court. 

ST.  LOUIS-SAN  FRANCISCO  RAILWAY  COMPANY 

v. 

STATE  et  al. 

[No.  9066.] 
(—  Okla.  —,  170  Pac  U46.) 

Service '^  Baitroads -^  Effect  of  govemm/ental  operation* 

The  Corporation  Commission  made  an  order  requiring  applicant 
to  remove  its  present  depot  in  the  city  of  Miami,  and  to  replace  same 
by  a  modem  stmetnre  to  be  constructed  of  incombustible  material  and 
made  iveproof,  from  which  order  appellant  appealed.  Sinee  the  sub- 
mission of  the  case  in  this  oottri,  the  United  States  has  taken  charge 
of  appellant's  line  of  railroad  and  is  noiir  operating  same.    In  view  of 

Headnote  by  the  Coubt. 
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tkiB  flitufttiwi  the  order  Of  submiaaion  i8  set  aside,  and  tlie  eauM  eon- 
tinued  until  the  further  order  of  the  court. 

[February  12,  1918.] 

Appeal  from  order  of  the  Corporation  Commission.  Submis- 
sion of  cause  set  aside  and  cause  continued  until  further  order  of 
the  court 

Appearances :  W.  P.  Evans,  of  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  and  R.  A. 
Kleinschmidt,  of  Oklahoma  City,  for  appellant ;  S.  P.  Freeling, 
Attorney  General,  Jno.  B.  Harrison,  Assistant  Attorney  General, 
and  Paul  A.  Walker,  of  Oklahoma  City,  for  Corporation  Com- 
mission; F.  D.  Adams,  City  Attorney,  and  J.  S.  Kendall,  both 
of  Miami,  for  city  of.  Miami. 

Hardy,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
From  an  order  of  the  Corporation  Commission  requiring  it  to 
remove  its  present  depot  located  in  the  city  of  Miami,  and  to  re- 
place same  by  a  modern  structure  in  keeping  with  recent  progress 
and  present  conditions  at  that  place,  to  be  constructed  of  incom- 
bustible material  and  made  fireproof,  the  St.  Louis-San  Francisco 
Railway  Company  appeals,  alleging  that  said  order  is  unreason- 
able and  in  excess  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  and  is 
unsupported  by  the  evidence- 
Since  the  submission  of  this  case  the  government  of  the  United 
States  has  become  engaged  in  the  prosecution  of  a  war  with  the 
Imperial  Government  of  Germany  and  its  ally,  Austria-Hunga- 
ry; and,  under  its  constitutional  powers  in  times  of  war,  has 
taken  charge  and  control  of  all  the  railroads  in  the  United  States, 
including  that  of  appellant,  and  is  now  engaged  in  the  manage- 
ment and  operation  thereof,  and  the  court  knows  judicially,  as 
everyone  knows,  that  it  will  require  the  utmost  conservation  of 
the  resources  and  energies  of  this  country  and  will  require  vast 
stores  of  supplies  and  materials  such  as  will  be  required  to  com- 
ply with  the  order  appealed  from  to  carry  on  the  prosecution  of 
the  war  to  a  successful  termination ;  and  that  the  revenues  of  the 
railroads,  their  rolling  stock,  and  the  services  of  their  employees 
will  be  taxed  to  the  utmost  in  the  speedy  and  efficient  transporta- 
tion of  troops,  munitions,  and  other  war  supplies.  Matters  of 
this  kind  must  and  will  have  precedence  over  matters  of  private 
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convenience  and  local  ambition,  and  should  not  be  permitted  to 
interfere  with  the  successful  accomplishment  of  its  aims  by  the 
government  of  the  United  States;  and  we  are  of  opinion  that 
compliance  with  said  order  should  be  suspended  until  the  further 
orders  of  this  court 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  submission  of  this  cause  be  set 
aside,  and  the  cause  be  continued  until  the  further  orders  of  the 
court 

All  the  Justices  concur. 

Note.— *The  South  Dakota  Commission  will  co-operate  with  the 
Federal  Director  General  of  Bailroads  by  refraining  from  requiring 
additions  or  improvements  or  the  installation  of  train  services  or 
station  agents  except  in  cases  of  absolute  necessity  to  the  end  that 
there  may  be  no  breaking  down  of  the  railroad  service  of  the  country 
during  the  war.  Schultz  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  B.  Co.  F-470,  March 
25,  1918. 
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ATCHISON,  TOPEKA,  &  SANTA  FE  BAILWAY  COMPANY 

V. 

COBPORATION  COMMISSION  OF  STATE  OF  OKLAHOMA 

et  al. 

[No.  6198.] 
(—  Okla.  — ,  170  Pac.  1166.) 

Commissions  —  Jurisdiction  —  Constitution, 

1.  The  Corporation  CommiBsion  has  such  jurisdiction  and  authority 
only  as  is  expressly  or  hy  necessary  implication  conferred  upon  it  by 
the  Ck>nstitution. 

Com^missions  —  Jurisdiction  —  Bailroads. 

2.  The  Corporation  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  or  authority 
to  require  the  performance  by  railway  companies  of  public  duties  which 
have  no  bearing  on  or  relation  to  the  transportation  of  either  persons 
or  property,  or  which  do  not  relate  in  any  way  to  the  transaction  of 
business  by  the  public  with  such  railway  companies. 

Crossings  —  Jurisdiction  —  Procedure, 

3.  The  attorney  general  filed  a  complaint  before  the  Corporation 
Commission,  charging,  in  substance,  that  defendant  maintained  and 
operated  a  line  of  railway  over  and  across  Oklahoma  and  Noble  ave- 
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nuesy  in  the  city  of  Guthrie;  that  said  defendant  does  not  maintain 
safe  and  suitable  crossings  where  its  tracks  cross  said  avenues,  there- 
by endangering  the  safety  of  the  traveling  public  in  using  said  avenues. 
It  is  not  claimed,  neitiier  does  the  record  show,  that  the  condition  of 
said  crossing  in  anywise  affects  the  safety  of  either  persons  or  property 
while  being  transported  on  any  of  defendant's  trains,  or  that  the  im- 
provements sought  are  necessary  for  the  use  of  the  public  in  transacting 
business  with  defendant  company.  I>efendant  pleaded  to  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  Commission  to  entertain  said  proceedings.  Said  plea  to 
the  jurisdiction  was  overruled.  The  Commission  made  an  order  re- 
quiring defendant  to  build  a  viaduct  across  either  Oklahoma  or  Noble 
avenue:  Held,  that  the  Corporation  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  to 
make  said  order;  held,  further,  that  a  writ  of  prohibition  is  the  proper 
remedy. 

CrosMngs  —  Railroads  —  Police  power. 

4.  The  requiring  of  the  performance  by  railway  companies  of  their 
public  duties  under  the  law  of  constructing  and  maintaining  proper, 
safe,  and  adequate  crossings  where  their  tracks  cross  the  public  high- 
ways, and  the  building  and  maintaining  of  proper  and  adequate  via- 
ducts, bridges,  and  culverts  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  public  safety 
and  convenience,  come  within  the  police  power  of  the  state,  and  may 
be  fully  and  completely  enforced. 

(Rehearing  denied  February  26,  1918.) 

Application  of  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Com- 
pany for  writ  of  prohibition  against  the  Oklahoma  Corporation 
Commission  and  others;  writ  granted. 

Appearances :  Cottingham  &  Bledsoe,  of  Oklahoma  City,  for 
plaintiff;  Chas.  West,  Attorney  General,  for  defendants. 

Riddle,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
This  is  an  original  proceeding,  instituted  by  plaintiff,  pray- 
ing for  a  writ  of  prohibition  restraining  defendants  and  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Corporation  Commission  from  enforcing  order  No. 
596,  It  is  alleged  in  the  petition  substantially:  That  on  the 
9th  day  of  June,  1911,  the  attorney  general  filed  a  complaint 
before  the  Corporation  Commission,  charging  in  effect  that  plain- 
tiff operated  a  line  of  railway  over  and  across  certain  public 
streets  in  the  city  of  Guthrie,  and  that  it  had  never  provided  for 
and  does  not  maintain  safe  and  suitable  crossings  at  its  tracks 
and  right  of  way  over  and  across  certain  streets,  including  Okla- 
homa and  Noble  avenues,  but  crossed  each  of  said  streets  at  or 
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public,  both  on  said  right  of  way  and  on  the  trains  of  the  plain- 
tiff, and  charged  further:  "That  it  is  the  duty  of  defendant  to 
provide  at  one  or  more  of  said  avenues  safe  and  suitable  cross- 
ings for  the  public  over  and  across  its  tracks  and  right  of  way 
in  said  city,  affording  the  means  of  ingress  and  egress  to  and 
from  the  eastern  and  western  portions  of  said  city,  so  that  per- 
sons and  vehicles  on  said  streets  may  not  be  injured  or  the  per- 
sons and  property  being  carried  by  said  railway  endangered  or 
destroyed." 

The  prayer  substantially  followed  the  complaint  To  this  com- 
plaint, defendant  appeared  and  filed  its  protest  to  the  making  of 
said  order,  on  the  ground  that  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  entertain  the  complaint  or  to  make  the  order  prayed  for. 
The  plea  to  the  jurisdiction  was  overruled,  and  the  Commission, 
upon  a  hearing,  made  the  order  as  prayed ;  the  material  part  of 
which  is  as  follows :  "It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  defendant, 
the  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company,  should 
build  a  viaduct  across  either  Cleveland,  Oklahoma,  or  Noble 
avenues  in  the  city  of  Guthrie,  and  that  within  sixty  days  from 
the  date  of  this  order,  that  it  submit  plans  and  specifications  for 
the  building  of  said  viaduct  for  the  approval  of  the  Commission; 
that  the  viaduct  shall  be  constructed  within  a  reasonable  time 
thereafter,  not  to  exceed  six  months  from  the  date  of  the  approval ; 
that  the  time  mentioned  in  this  order  may  be  extended  on  appli- 
cation of  the  defendant,  for  sufficient  cause  shown." 

From  this  order,  plaintiff  herein  appealed  to  this  court,  which 
appeal  was  dismissed,  upon  the  ground  that  there  was  no  evidence 
before  the  Commission  to  show  that  the  crossings  involved  are 
dangerous  to  the  people  who  travel  on  trains,  or  to  the  transporta- 
tion of  property  carried  thereon.  See  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R 
Co.  V.  State,  40  Okla.  411,  138  Pac.  1026.  Thereafter,  plain- 
tiff instituted  this  proceeding,  setting  out  substantially  the  fore- 
iioing  facts,  and  prays  for  a  writ  of  prohibition,  restraining  de- 
fendants from  further  proceeding  in  said  matter.  Defendants 
have  filed  their  answer,  admitting  the  material  allegations  of  the 
petition. 

[1,  2]  The  only  question  presented  for  determination  is: 
Did  the  Commission  have  jurisdiction  to  entertain  this  proceed- 
ing and  to  make  and  enforce  the  order  complained  of?    Section 

P.U.R.1918C. 


ATCHISON,  T.  &  8.  F.  R.  CO.  ▼.  CORPORATION  COMMISSION.    601 

18,  art.  9,  of  the  Constitution,  provides :  "The  Commission  shall 
have  the  power  and  authority  and  be  charged  with  the  duty  of 
supervising,  regulating,  and  controlling  all  transportation  and 
transmission  companies  doing  business  in  this  state,  in  all  matters 
relating  to  the  performance  of  their  public  duties  and  their 
charges  therefor,  and  of  correcting  abuses  and  preventing  unjust 
discrimination  and  extortion  by  such  companies;  and  to  that 
end  the  Commission  shall,  from  time  to  time,  prescribe  and  en- 
force against  such  companies,  in  the  manner  hereinafter  author- 
ized, such  rates,  charges,  classifications  of  traffic,  and  rules  and 
regulations,  and  shall  require  them  to  establish  and  maintain  all 
such  public  service,  facilities,  and  conveniences  as  may  be  rea- 
sonable and  just,  which  said  rates,  charges,  classifications,  rules, 
regulations,  and  requirements^  the  Commission  may,  from  time 
to  time,  alter  or  amend.     .    .     ." 

It  is  admitted,  in  effect,  that  this  order  relates  in  no  way  to 
the  transportation  of  either  persons  or  property  by  the  railway 
company ;  nor  is  the  viaduct  necessary  for  the  use  of  those  trans- 
acting business  with  the  company.  This  is  the  first  time  this 
exact  question  has  been  squarely  presented  to  this  court  for  con- 
sideration, although  it  has  been  indirectly  considered,  and  ques- 
tions closely  related  have  several  times  been .  decided.  In  the 
case  of  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  State,  28  Okla.  797,  115 
Pac  872,  which  was  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  Commission 
requiring  the  railroad  company  to  remove  certain  obstructions 
and  to  put  in  safe  and  adequate  crossings  on  certain  streets  in 
the  town  of  Woodward,  it  was  alleged  that  the  railway  company 
obstructed  the  free  passage  and  use  of  such  streets  where  the 
railroad  track  crossed  same,  which  endangered  the  lives  of  the 
citizens.  This  court,  speaking  through  Mr.  Justice  Kane,  held 
that  an  appeal  would  not  lie  from  the  order  there  involved,  as  it 
affected  only  the  people  of  a  pai'ticular  community,  disconnected 
from  their  use  of  the  railroad  for  transportation  of  themselves 
and  their  property;  that  §  18,  art.  9,  of  the  Constitution,  which 
conferred  original  jurisdiction  upon  the  Commission,  was  broad- 
er than  §  20,  art.  9,  which  provides  for  appeals  to  the  supreme 
court,  but  specifically  stated  that  the  question  in  the  instant  case 
was  not  there  involved.  The  appeal  was  dismissed.  In  the  course 
of  the  opinion,  the  court  referred  to  and  quoted  from  the  court 
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of  appeals  of  New  York  in  the  case  of  People  ex  reL  New  York, 
K  H.  &  H.  R  Co.  V.  Willcox,  200  K  Y.  423,  94  N.  E.  212, 
which  involved  the  question  of  the  power  of  the  Public  Service 
Commission  of  the  state  of  New  York  to  abate  a  nuisance  com- 
mitted by  one  of  the  common  carriers  of  that  state,  as  follows; 
"  ^Broad  as  are  the  powers  conferred  by  the  act,  they  are,  by 
plain  intendment,  as  I  read  them,  such  as  are  directed,  exclusive- 
ly, to  the  amplest  supervision  and  regulation  of  railroad  corpo- 
rations, in  such  respects  as  concern  their  construction,  mainte- 
nance, equipment,  terminal  facilities,  and  operations  in  the 
transportation  of  persons  and  property.  The. exercise  of  the 
powers  is  intended  to  be,  when  rendered  necessary,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commissions,  by  reason  of  unjust,  unsafe,  or  inade- 
quate regulations,  practices,  equipment,  appliances,  or  service, 
**in  respect  to  the  transportation  of  persons,  freight,  or  property." 
The  object  of  the  legislature,  as  fairly  to  be  deduced  from  its 
enactment,  was  to  regulate  the  management  and  the  operations 
of  common  carriers  within  the  state,  in  the  interest  of  the  public; 
that  is,  of  the  persons  who  should  use  the  facilities  for  the  trans- 
portation of  themselves,  or  of  their  property,  who  should  serve 
them,  or  who  should  be  interested  in  them,  as  holders  of  their 
capital  stock  or  obligations.  The  Commissions  were  given  ex- 
tensive powers;  but  they  should  not  be  extended  by  implication 
beyond  what  may  be  necessary  for  their  just  and  reasonable  ex- 
ecution. They  are  not  without  limits,  when  directed  against  the 
management  or  the  oi)erations  of  railroads,  and  the  Commissions 
cannot  enforce  a  provision  of  law,  unless  the  authority  to  do  so 
can  be  found  in  the  statute.'  *' 

The  plrovision  of  the  New  York  law,  under  which  the  Public 
Service  Commission  received  its  authority,  is  subs.  2,  §  46,  chap. 
429,  Laws  of  New  York  1907,  which  section  reads:  "Each 
Commission  shall  have  the  general  supervision  of  all  c50Dain<»i 
carriers,  railroads,  street  railroads,  railroad  corporations  and 
street  railroad  corporations  within  its  jurisdiction  as  hereiiibefore 
defined,  and  shall  have  power  to  and  shall  examine  the  sanae  and 
keep  informed  as  to  their  general  condition,  their  capitalization? 
their  franchises  and  the  manner  in  which  their  lines,  owned, 
leased,  controlled  or  operated,  are  managed,  conducted  and 
operated,  not  only  with  respect  to  the  adequacy,  security  and  ac- 
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commodation  afforded  by  their  service,  but  also  with  respect  to 
their  compliance  with  all  provisions  of  law,  orders  of  the  Com- 
mission and  charter  requirements. '^ 

This  court  also  quoted  from  the  supreme  court  of  Texas,  in 
the  case  of  International  &  6.  ^.  B.  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission, 
99  Tex.  332,  89  S.  W.  961,  announcing  practically  the  same  rule 
as  was  laid  down  by  the  court  of  appeals  of  New  York. 

In  the  case  of  St  Louis  &  S.  R  R  Co.  v.  Lewis,  28  Okla.  463, 
114  Pac.  702,  this  court  again  had  under  consideration  a  ques- 
tion, indirectly  at  least,  related  to  the  question  now  before  us. 
That  case  also  involved  an  appeal  from  an  order  of  the  Commis- 
sion,  requiring  the  railroad  company  to  establiSsh  and  maintain 
at  Fourth  and  Sixth  streets  crossing  its  tracks  in  the  city  of  Law- 
ton  flag  stations  and  flagmen,  and  prescribing  their  duties.  Mr. 
Justice  Kane,  in  delivering  the  opinion  of  the  court,  said: 
"Counsel  for  the  railway  company  contend  that  the  primary  ob- 
ject the  framers  of  the  Constitution  had  in  mind  when  the  above 
section  was  passed  was  {he  regulation  of  freight  and  passenger 
tariffs  on  the  railways  vnthin  the  state,  and  the  abuses  the  Corpo- 
ration Commission  is  authorized  to  correct  must  be  such  as  per- 
tain to  that  branch  of  the  service.  The  same  contention  was  made 
in  Missouri,  K.  &  T.  R  Co.  v.  Richardson,  25  Okla.  640,  106 
Pac.  1108.  In  that  case,  after  analyzing  §  18,  supra,  it  was  said : 
*It  is  true  the  section  refers  with  more  particularity  to  the  regu- 
lation of  rates,  charges,  and  classifications  than  any  other  sub- 
ject ;  but,  taking  the  language  of  the  parts  of  tiie  section  quoted 
together,  and  construing  it  with  other  language  in  other  sections 
relating  to  the  same  subject,  there  is  apparent  an  intention  on 
the  part  of  the  framers  of  the  Constitution  to  invest  the  CocamW 
sion  vdth  jurisdiction  over  all  transportation  and  transmission 
companies  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  performance  of  their  pub- 
lic duties,  and  to  correct  abuses  affecting  the  general  public  in 
their  intercourse  with  such  companies.'  If  we  apply  the  prin- 
ciples above  enumerated  to  the  facts  in  the  case  as  bar,  we  must 
reach  the  conclusion  that,  under  the  power  conferred  by  §  18, 
art  9,  of  the  Constitution,  to  supervise,  regulate,  and  control  all 
transportation  and  transmission  companies  doing  business  in  this 
state  in  all  matters  relating  to  their  public  duties,  and  of  cor- 
recting abuses,  the  Corporation  Commission  has  authority  to  re- 
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quire  a  railway  company  to  guard  the  intersections  of  its  tracb 
with  the  streets  of  a  city  of  the  first  class  when  they  have  become 
dangerous  to  the  life  or  safety  of  the  persons  or  their  property 
using  such  railways  for  transportation  as  conunon  carriers,  by 
reason  of  the  press  of  travel  along  the  streets  forming  such  cross- 
ings. .  .  .  The  principle  involved  in  the  case  at  bar  is  the 
power  of  the  Corporation  Commission  to  exercise  the  police 
powers  of  the  state  to  require  the  railway  company  to  guard  its 
crossings  after  they  have  become  dangerous  to  the  life  or  safetv 
of  the  persons  or  their  property  using  such  railway  for  trans- 
portation by  reason  of  the  frequency  of  travel  along  the  streets 
or  highways  forming  such  crossings."  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R. 
Co.  V.  State,  23  Okla.  510,  101  Pac  262, 

It  will  be  seen  that,  in  the  case  involving  the  safety  of  the 
people  in  using  the  street  crossings  in  the  town  of  Woodward, 
the  appeal  was  dismissed  solely  on  the  grounds  that  the  purpose 
and  the  subject-matter  of  the  order  had  no  relation  whatever  to 
the  transportation  of  persons  or  property.  In  the  case  from  Law- 
ton  [St  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Lewis],  supra,  the  jurisdiction 
of  this  court  was  sustained  exclusively  on  the  grounds  that  the 
order  appealed  from  had  a  direct  bearing  upon  the  safety  of 
transportation  of  both  persons  and  property.  While  it  may  seem 
to  relate  remotely  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  property, 
yet  we  can  see  from  the  facts  in  that  case  how  it  might,  under 
certain  circumstances,  materially  affect  this  kind  of  traffic  The 
case  of  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R  Co.  v.  Love,  29  Okla.  582,  118  Pac 
259,  was  an  original  proceeding,  whereby  a  writ  of  prohibition 
was  sought  to  restrain  the  Commission  from  enforcing  a  certain 
order  made  requiring  the  railway  company  to  construct  and  main- 
tain  a  certain  subway  where  its  tracks  crossed  a  certain  section 
line  in  Lynn  Lane  township,  Tulsa  county.  The  railway  com- 
pany attempted  to  appeal  from  the  order,  but  its  appeal  was  dis- 
missed, on  the  ground  that  an  appeal  was  not  provided  for  from 
an  order  of  that  nature.  Thereafter  a  petition  for  writ  of  pro^^' 
bition  was  filed.  The  writ  was  issued,  and  this  court,  in  eflfect, 
held  that  the  Commission  was  without  jurisdiction,  for  the  reason 
no  road  had  been  opened  across  the  right  of  way,  and  that  aft^r 
the  road  had  been  established  and  opened,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  would  then  attach  to  determine  the  character  oi 
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crossing,  etc.  The  latter  point  was  not  involved,  so  we  may  treat 
it  as  mere  dictum. 

In  the  case  of  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  E.  Co.  v.  Sutton,  29  Okla.  553, 
119  Pac.  423,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  to  require  the 
erection  and  maintenance  of  a  suitable  depot  was  sustained,  upon 
the  ground  that  it  was  a  facility.  It  needs  no  argument  to  prove 
that  an  order  requiring  the  building  of  a  depot  involves  a  subject- 
matter  which  has  a  direct  bearing  upon  the  transportation  of  per- 
sons. A  similar  holding  to  this  was  made  in  the  case  of  Miftsouri, 
O.  &  O.  R  Co.  v.  State,  29  Okla.  640,  119  Pac.  117,  where, 
Turner,  Ch.  J.,  quoting  from  19  Cyc  109,  approvingly,  defining 
a  "facility,^*  says:  "Applied  to  railroads  it  means  everything 
necessary  for  the  convenience  of  passengers  and  the  safety  and 
prompt  transportation  of  freight." 

Each  of  the  last  two  cases  was  here  on  appeal  from  orders  of 
the  Commission. 

The  case  of  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Corporation  Commis- 
sion, 35  Okla.  166,  128  Pac.  496,  was  an  original  proceeding  in 
this  court,  the  purpose  of  which  was  to  secure  a  writ  of  prohibi- 
tion restraining  the  Commission  from  enforcing  a  certain  order 
requiring  the  railroad  company  to  put  in  appliances  for  a  grade 
crossing  in  the  town  of  Stroud.  Prior  to  applying  for  the  writ 
of  prohibition,  the  railroad  company  prosecuted,  an  appeal  from 
said  order,  which  appeal  was  dismissed  as  to  all  that  part  of  the 
order  requiring  the  company  to  put  in  the  crossing,  Mr.  Justice 
Hayes,  speaking  for  the  court  says:  "The  attorney  general 
recognizes  the  force  of  the  foregoing  decision,  but  seeks  to  avoid 
the  effect  thereof  in  this  proceeding  by  contending  that  the  order 
numbered  482  of  the  Commission  does  not  seek  to  require  a  grade 
crossing  in  a  public  street  or  way  not  opened  up,  and  does  not 
order  said  crossing  for  the  convenience  of  the  general  public,  but 
requires  the  same  as  a  more  convenient  access  for  the  patronizing 
public  to  plaintiff's  depot ;  and  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  such 
a  crossing  now,  for  the  purpose  of  accommodating  the  traveling 
public  passing  over  plaintiff's  railway  track  and  transacting  busi- 
ness with  plaintiff  on  the  opposite  sides  of  its  line  of  railway. 
The  present  attitude  of  the  attorney  general's  department  is 
directly  opposite  to  that  assumed  in  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v. 
Miller,  31  Okla.  801,  123  Pac.  1047,  supra,  where  the  motion  to 
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dismiss  was  urged  upon  the  theory  that  the  order  did  not  require 
a  public  convenience  or  facility  to  the  patrons  of  the  railway  com- 
pany and  those  portions  of  the  public,  traveling  on  its  line  of 
railway.  If  the  effect  of  the  order  were  as  now  contended  for  by 
the  attorney  general,  it  would  be  an  appealable  order,  and  should 
have  been  reviewed  by  this  court  on  appeal.  After  rereading  the 
record  in  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Miller,  supra,  and  all  the 
briefs  in  that  case  as  well  as  in  this,  we  find  no  reason  to  recede 
from  the  construction  of  the  order  given  by  the  attorney  general 
in  his  brief  filed  in  the  former  case  and  adopted  by  Hie  court  It 
is  true  that  there  is  some  language  in  the  findings  of  fact  of  the 
Corporation  Commission,  made  at  the  time  the  order  was  issued, 
that  indicates  that  the  Commission  may  have  had  in  view  some 
convenience  that  would  result  from  the  order  to  that  portion  of 
the  public  who  transact  business  at  the  depot  of  plaintiff;  but 
the  complaint  filed  with  the  Commission,  considered  in  connec- 
tion with  the  evidence  introduced  at  the  hearing,  makes  it  clear 
that  what  was  sought  and  the  primary  purpose  of  the  order  was 
to  require  a  public  crossing  at  the  point  named  in  tbe  order  as  a 
crossing  in  the  public  street  for  the  benefit  of  the  traveling  pub- 
lic generally,  and  that  sudi  is  the  requirement  of  the  order  made, 
which,  under  the  authority  of  St.  Louis  &  S.  F,  R  Co.  v.  Love, 
supra,  the  Commission  was  without  power  to  make,  and  may  be 
restrained  from  enforcing  by  writ  of  prohibition." 

It  is  clear  from  this  opinion  that  if  that  part  of  the  order  in- 
volved there  had  any  relation  to  or  anything  to  do  with  the  trans- 
portation of  persons  or  property,  the  appeal  would  have  been  sus- 
tained when  the  case  was  first  before  the  supreme  court,  and  the 
writ  of  prohibition  would  have  been  denied.  In  other  words,  the 
writ  was  granted  solely  on  the  ground  that  the  Commission  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  make  the  order,  in  that  it  did  not  in  any  way 
pertain  to  the  transportation  of  persons  or  property ;  neither  was 
it  necessary  for  the  use  of  the  public  in  transacting  business  with 
the  railroad  company.  It  is  reasonably  dear  that  the  writ  was 
issued  not  solely  on  the  ground  that  the  crossing  had  never  been 
established  or  opened,  but  partially,  at  least,  on  the  ground  that 
this  crossiBg  would  not  be  used  by  the  people  in  their  dealings 
and  intercourse  with  the  railroad  company.  It  is  equally  as  clear 
that  the  attorney  general  defended  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Com- 
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mission  and  opposed  the  issuance  of  the  writ  mainly  on  the  ground 
that  the  requirement  of  the  order  had  a  direct  bearing  upon  the 
business  transacted  by  the  people  with  the  railway  company. 

That  the  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction,  except  such  as  ex- 
pressly or  by  necessary  implication  is  conferred  upon  it  by  the 
Constitution,  must  be  admitted.  This  proposition  is  now  too 
well  settled  to  require  the  citation  of  authorities.  The  courts, 
therefore,  should  be  careful,  and  neither  attempt  to  enlarge  nor 
take  from  the  jurisdiction  conferred  on  the  Commission.  As 
applied  to  the  subject-matter  here,  what  authority  did  the  people 
by  the  Constitution  confer  upon  the  Corporation  Commission? 
The  whole  provision  must  be  construed  together,  in  order  to 
reach  a  sound  and  correct  conclusion.  Had  this  section  ended  at 
the  first  semicolon  after  the  word  "companies,'*  then  it  would 
appear  that  the  jurisdicticm  which  it  claimed  in  making  the  order 
complained  of  might  reasonably  appear  to  have  been  conferred. 
But  the  language  following,  in  a  sense,  limits  the  natural  import 
of  the  language  preceding,  which  reads :  "And  to  that  end,  the 
Commission  shall,  from  time  to  time,  prescribe  and  enforce 
against  such  companies  in  the  manner  hereinafter  authorized, 
such  rates,  charges,  classifications  of  traffic,  and  rules  and  regu- 
lations, and  shall  require  them  to  establish  and  maintain  all  such 
public  service  facilities,  and  conveniences  as  may  be  reasonable 
and  just,  which  said  rates,  charges,  classifications,  rules,  regu- 
lations, and  requirements,  the  Commission  may,  from  time  to 
time,  alter  or  amend." 

The  words,  "and  to  that  end  the  Commission  shall,"  etc.,  refer 
to  and  qualify  all  the  preceding  language  in  this  section,  grant- 
ing power  and  authority  to  the  Commission;  that  is,  it  should 
read:  "And  to  that  end  the  Commission  shall  have  power  and 
authority  to  supervise,  regulate,  and  control  all  transportation 
and  transmission  companies  in  all  matters  relating  to  the  per- 
formance of  their  public  duties  in  regard  to  rates,  charges,  classi- 
fications of  traffic  and  rules  and  regulations,  and  require  them  to 
maintain  all  such  public  service  facilities  and  conveniences  as 
may  be  reasonable  and  just,  and  to  correct  all  abuses  and  prevent 
unjuBt  discrimination  and  extortion." 

By  so  transposing  and  reading  the  language  of  this  section, 

we  get  the  substance,  which  includes  all  the  power  and  jurisdic- 
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tion  granted  to  the  Commissian ;  and  it  will  be  seen  it  relates 
solely  to  the  transportation  of  persons  and  their  property,  or  to 
such  intercourse  and  dealings  of  the  public  with  such  companies 
wliicli  are  connected  in  some  way  with  such  transportation. 

It  is  quite  clear  that  it  was  not  intended  by  the  framers  of 
the  Constitution  to  confer  jurisdiction  and  authority  upon  the 
Commission  to  regulate  and  enforce  the  performance  of  the  duties 
of  these  companies  in  all  of  their  various  relations  with  the  pub- 
lic, but  that  its  jurisdiction  was  intended  to  be  limited  to  matters 
pertaining  to  the  performance  of  their  public  duties  as  relate  to 
transportation  of  persons  and  property  and  all  dealings  and  inter- 
course that  have  any  bearing  upon  or  in  any  way  relate  to  such 
transportation. 

[3,  4]  If  it  were  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this  court — and 
it  is  not — ^to  amend  the  Constitution  or  to  legislate,  we  doubt  if 
it  would  be  the  part  of  wisdom  to  extend  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Commission  over  matters  wholly  disconnected  from  the  business 
of  transportation.  If  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  could 
be  extended  by  construction  to  such  matters  only  as  are  involved 
in  the  order  complained  of,  it  might  not  be  an  unwise  thing  to 
do;  but  this  cannot  be  done.  If  the  grant  of  power  or  jurisdic- 
tion to  deal  with  the  subject-matter  covered  by  the  order  in  the 
present  instance  be  admitted,  then  it  must  be  conceded  that  it 
exists  in  all  matters  pertaining  to  the  performance  of  their  puh- 
lie  duties,  regardless  as  to  how  far  removed  from  the  business  of 
transportation  the  performance  of  such  public  duty  may  be.  I^ 
other. words,  every  requirement  made  of  sudi  company  by  1^^ 
and  in  every  instance  where  the  exercise  of  power  may  be  forbid- 
den by  law,  it  would  devolve  upon  the  Commission  to  req^ir^ 
obedience  to  such  demands  of  the  law,  whether  it  be  the  acts  of 
commission  or  omission.  Under  the  law,  it  is  a  public  duty  f^^ 
these  companies  to  pay  their  taxes;  and  it  would  be  juat  as  re*' 
sonable  to  construe  the  grant  of  power  under  this  section  in  t^e 
Commission  to  the  enforcement  of  this  public  duty.  Under  § 
1432,  Rev.  Laws  1910,  it  is  the  duty  of  every  railroad  conapa^^y 
to  construct  a  crossing  across  that  portion  of  its  track  over  %vhich 
any  public  highway  runs,  and  to  maintain  the  same  unobstructed- 
To  so  construct  or  open  up  said  crossing  is  a  public  duty  requir^ 
of  all  railroad  companies  in  this  state.    Yet  this  court  held  ^ 
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the  case  of  St.  Louis  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Love,  29  Okla.  532,  118 
Pac.  259,  that  the  Commission  had  no  jurisdiction  under  the 
Constitution  to  require  the  performance  of  this  public  duly.  The 
other  decisions  cited  are  to  the  same  effect,  and  the  Commission 
has  been  restrained  from  enforcing  its  orders  relating  to  the  per- 
formance of  such  duty.  It  cannot  be  denied  that  where  these 
crossings  are  needed  for  the  use,  safety,  and  convenience  of  the 
public,  that  it  is  just  as  much  a  public  duty,  devolving  upon  the 
railroad  company  to  so  construct  them  as  it  is  to  build  a  viaduct 
for  the  convenience  and  safety  of  the  people  of  a  city.  It  must 
be  admitted  that  both  come  within  the  police  power  of  the  state, 
and  in  principle,  there  is  no  distinction  as  to  the  source  of  power 
regulating  the  one,  the  same  as  the  other.  If  the  power  has  not 
been  specifically  granted  to  some  officer  or  board  authorizing  the 
requirement  of  this  public  duty,  when  desired  and  found  neces- 
sary by  and  for  the  people  in  any  community,  the  people  certainly 
have  the  power,  and,  acting  through  the  legislature,  may  exercise 
it  at  will,  subject  only  to  Federal  or  state  constitutional  restric- 
tions. State  ex  rel.  Minneapolis  v.  St.  Paul,  M.  &  M.  R.  Co,  98 
Minn.  380,  28  L.E.A.(N.S.)  298,  120  Am.  St.  Eep.  681,  108 
If.  W.  261,  8  Ann.  Cas.  1047,  id.  214  U.  S.  497,  53  L.  ed.  1060, 
29  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  698,  and  authorities  cited ;  St.  Louis  &  8.  F.  R. 
Co.  V.  Hart,  45  Okla.  659,  146  Pac.  436,  recently  decided. 

The  only  question  is.  Where  has  the  power  been  lodged,  if  at 
all,  and  where  should  it  be  exercised  ?  It  seems  that  this  power 
should  be  exercised  in  a  manner  that  there  would  be  as  little  con- 
fusion as  possible,  and  without  any  conflict  of  jurisdiction.  The 
enforcement  of  the  performance  of  all  public  duties  by  railroad 
companies  pertaining  to  the  business  of  transportation  can  be 
seen  at  a  glance,  by  reason  of  not  beilig  confined  to  any  particular 
locality,  but  general  in  its  nature,  should  be  lodged  exclusively 
in  the  Corporation  Commission.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
performance  of  all  such  public  duties,  such  as  constructing  pub- 
lic crossings  on  section  lines,  building  culverts  and  bridges,  and 
erecting  and  maintaining  suitable  crossings  where  the  track 
crosses  the  public  streets  and  the  building  of  suitable  bridges  and 
viaducts,  where  it  relates  in  no  way  to  the  transportation  of  per- 
sons or  property,  and  is  not  necessary  to  be  used  by  the  public 
in  dealing  with  the  railway,  should  be  left  in  the  bands  of  the 
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local  authorities.  The  people  in  each  comnmnity  know  their 
needs  best ;  they  know  better  when  such  improvements  should  be 
made,  and  the  character  necessary  to  reasonably  and  convenientlj 
meet  their  wants ;  they  are  in  a  position  to  expeditiously  enforce 
the  performance  of  this  public  duty.  That  this  construction  is 
the  one  the  people,  through  the  legislature,  have  adopted,  may  be 
reasonably  inferred,  as  is  evidenced  by  §  1432,  Rev.  Laws  1910, 
which  reads  as  follows :  "It  shall  be  the  duty  of  every  railroad 
company  or  corporation  doing  business,  or  operating  a  line  of 
railroad,  within  this  state,  to  construct  a  crossing  across  that  por- 
tion of  its  track,  roadbed  or  right  of  way  over  which  any  public 
highway  may  run,  and  maintain  the  same  unobstructed,  in  a  good 
condition  for  the  use  of  the  public,  and  to  build  and  maintain  in 
good  condition  all  bridges  and  culverts  that  may  be  necessary  on 
its  right  of  way  at  such  crossing ;  and  in  case  any  railroad  com- 
pany or  corporation  fails  so  to  construct  and  maintain  said  cross- 
ing for  thirty  days  after  written  notice  by  the  road  overseer  of 
any  road  district  or  the  council  or  board  of  trustees  of  any  city 
or  town  in  this  state,  or  fifty  petitioners  of  any  city  or  town  who 
are  interested  (where  such  work  or  repairs  are  needed),  to  be 
given  to  the  section  boss,  or  any  station  agent  of  any  railroad 
company  or  corporation  in  the  county  (where  such  work  or  re- 
pairs are  needed),  it  shall  forfeit  and  pay  to  said  county,  road 
district,  city  or  town  complaining,  the  sum  of  $25  per  day  for 
every  day  said  company  or  corporation  may  neglect  to  comply 
with  the  requirements  of  this  section.'* 

See  also  Rev.  Laws  1910,  §  598. 

As  we  have  said,  if  sufficient  authority  has  not  been  ccmferred, 
this  is  one  of  those  police  regulations  over  which  the  legislature 
has  plenary  power  and  may  extend  and  broaden  the  jurisdiction 
of  such  officers  exercising  such  power,  or  may  confer  the  same 
upon  other  officers  at  its  will.  The  right  to  local  self-government 
and  to  enforce  all  such  local  police  regulations  as  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  comfort,  convenience,  health,  safety,  and  happiness 
of  the  people  in  each  conamunity  is  highly  desiraUe;  and  such 
r^ulations  may  be  effectively  and  expeditiously  put  in  operation. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  Corporation  Commission  had 
no  jurisdiction  to  make  and  enforce  final  order  No.  569,  and  that 
the  writ  of  prohibition  will  be  granted.    Upon  the  filing  of  this 
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opinion,  notice  hereof  shall  be  given  to  the  Corporation  Commis- 
flioii,  and  the  writ  will  not  issue,  except  upon  a  further  applica- 
tion and  showing  the  necessity  thereof. 

All  the  Justices  concur^  except  Kane,  Ch.  J.^  absent  and  not 
participating. 


OONNBOTIOUT  PUBIilC  UTILITIES  COMMISSIOK. 

CITY  OP  HAETFOED 
CONNECTICUT  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  2565.] 

Rates  —  JReasanableneas  —  Petition  alleging  excessive  hurden  of  mi|i- 
plying  facts  —  Burden  of  establishing  allegations, 

1^  In  a  proceeding  brought  by  a  municipality  to  require  a  street 
railway  company  to  reduce  a  6-cent  f are^  recently  put  in  effect  by  it,  to 
the  long-established  pre-existing  5-cent  rate,  the  utiUty,  being  more  or 
less  exclusively  in  possession  of  the  data  pertaining  to  the  reasonable* 
ness  of  its  rates,  should  offer  whatever  evidence  it  has  in  justification  of 
the  increased  rate,  bat  the  burden  of  establishing  the  unreasonableness 
of  the  rate  from  all  the  facts  submitted  rests  upon  the  eity. 

Metum  —  Street  railways  —  Consolidated  system  —  Me4isonableness 
^  Consideration  as  unit. 

2.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  street  railway  fare 
charged  in  a  city  and  on  lines  between  it  and  adjoining  towns,  by  a 
consolidated  company  operating  an  extensive  unified  system  serving 
many  other  communities,  the  Connecticut  Commission  considered  the 
corporate  operations  of  the  whole  system  as  an*  entirety  where  the  same 
rates  were  effective  throughout  and  no  evidence  was  presented  which 
would  warrant  a  finding  that  any  portion  less  than  the  whole  system 
should  bear  the  burden  of  producing  the  increased  income  to  which  the 
utility  was  admittedly  entitled. 

Setum  •»  Basis  —  Valtuttion. 

3.  In  limiting  the  maximum  rates  to  be  diarged  by  a  utility,  the  fair 
return  to  which  it  is  entitled  should  be  based  upon  the  value  of  ita 
property  used  and  useful  in  serving  the  public. 

Taluation  —  Street  raiUoay  —  Complaint  alleging  excessive  rate  •-  No^ 
earning  in  excess  of  fixed  charges  —  Consideration  necessary, 

4.  In  passing  on  a  petition  of  a  city  alleging  an  excessive  street 
railway  fare,  a  critical  consideration  of  the  value  is  unnecessary  where 
the  earnings  are  not  in  excess  of  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges. 
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Bates  —  Street  railvDaya  —  6'Oent  fare  —  War  »  Beasonahleneas, 

5.  A  6-cent  fare  established  by  a  street  railway  company  to  re- 
place a  6-cent  rate  to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  labor  and  materials  due 
to  war  conditions  is  not  unreasonable  for  the  system  as  a  whole,  evoi 
though  some  particular  lines  might  show  a  profit  under  the  old 
rate,  where  it  appears  that  the  utility  has  beai  unable  to  meet  all  of 
its  fixed  charges  and  expenses  during  the  era  of  increased  cost;  that  ita 
statutory  obligation  to  pave  streets  traversed  by  its  lines  is  very  heavy; 
that  the  standard  of  its  management  and  economical  operation,  as 
measured  by  the  ratio  of  overhead  expenses  to  operating  revenue  and 
operating  expenses,  compares  favorably  with  similar  companies;  and 
that  the  city  objecting  to  the  increase  has  no  particular  grounds  of 
complaint,  as  compared  with  the  average  community,  since  by  an  old 
agreement  it  receives  2  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  fares  collected 
within  its  limits. 

Bates  —  Street  railways  —  Zone  aystetn  »  Change  of  plant  —  Consid- 
eration, 

6.  A  radical  change  in  a  long-established  zone  system  of  levying 
street  railway  fares,  no  matter  how  defective  it  may  be,  should  not  be 
made  without  a  careful  study  of  the  traffic  and  economic  conditions  on 
the  lines  and  system  affected. 

Bates  —  Street  raUtoays  —  War  —  Duration. 

7.  A  street  railway  established  under  the  influence  of  war  con- 
ditions should  be  subject  to  review  as  soon  as  this  condition  oeafiea  to 
exist. 

Betum  •—  Street  railways  —  War  •-  Measure. 

8.  Street  railways  and  other  local  utilities,  through  the  authoriza- 
tiont  of  reasonable  war  rates,  should  be  afforded  sufficient  revenue  to 
maintain  them  at  their  maximum  efficiency  during  this  abnormal  period. 

[March  16,  1918.1 

Complaint  by  the  city  of  Hartford  alleging  that  the  increase 
in  street  railway  fares  from  5  to  6  cents  on  the  lines  of  the  Con- 
necticut company  within  the  limits  of  the  city  and  the  towns 
immediately  adjoining  is  unreasonable,  and  praying  for  an  order 
requiring  a  reduction  of  said  fares  to  the  former  rate ;  denied. 

Appearances :  Francis  W.  Cole,  attorney  for  petitioner ;  J.  F. 
Berry,  attorney  for  respondent;  Geo.  D.  Watrous,  Leonard  M. 
Daggett,  and  Edward  M.  Day  (of  counsel)  for  respondent. 

By  the  Commission;    On  October  25^  1917,  the  city  of  Hart- 
ford presented  the  following  petition,  to  wit : 
To  the  Honorable  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  State  of 

Connecticut: — 

The  petition  of  the  cily  of  Hartford  respectfully  represents: 

(1)  That  your  petitioner  is  a  municipal  corporation  chartered 
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as  a  city  located  in  the  county  of  Hartford  and  state  of  Connec- 
ticut. 

(2)  That  the  Oonnectient  Company  is  a  corporation  chartered 
by  the  general  assembly  of  the  state  of  Connecticut,  with  author^ 
ity  to  operate  and  operating  an  electric  street  railway  system 
in  the  streets  of  the  city  of  Hartford  and  in  various  towns  ad- 
joining said  city. 

(3)  That  on  or  about  October  1,  1917,  the  said  Connecticut 
Company  increased  its  unit  of  passenger  fare  from  the  5-cent 
fare,  so-called,  which  was  the  fare  demanded  and  charged  by  said 
company  within  the  limits  of  said  city  of  Hartford  and  from 
all  points  within  said  city  to  various  points  in  said  adjoining 
towns,  prior  to  that  date,  to  the  6-cent  fare,  so-called,  and  that 
since  said  date  said  company  has  charged  and  collected  within 
said  city  of  Hartford  and  adjoining  towns,  said  6-cent  fare  for 
passengers. 

(4)  That  said  6-cent  fare,  so-called,  is  excessive  and  unrea- 
sonable in  so  far  as  the  lines  within  the  city  of  Hartford  are 
concerned  and  in  so  far  as  the  lines  from  said  city  of  Hartford 
to  various  points  in  said  adjoining  towns  are  concerned. 

^5)  That  on  October  16,  1917,  the  court  of  common  council 
of  the  city  of  Hartford  passed  certain  resolutions  which  were  ap- 
proved by  the  mayor  of  said  city  on  October  23, 1917,  and  reading 
in  part  as  follows : 

"Resolved :  That  the  corporation  counsel  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
instructed  in  behalf  of  the  city  of  Hartford,  to  immediately  peti- 
tion the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the  state  of  Connecticut, 
for  a  hearing  on  the  increase  in  trolley  fares,  alleging  that  the 
increase  in  fares  to  6  cents  is  unreasonable,  and  praying  that  said 
Commission  pass  an  order  requiring  said  fares  to  be  reduced  to 
5  cents  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  Hartford  and  the  towTis 
immediat-ely  adjoining;     ..." 

Your  petitioner  therefore  prays  that  your  Honorable  Com- 
mission will  cause  such  notice  as  you  shall  deem  reasonable  to  be 
given  to  said  the  Connecticut  Company  of  the  time  and  place  of 
appearance  to  answer  to  the  foregoing  petition,  and,  upon  due 
hearing,  shall  determine,  order,  and  prescribe  a  just  and  reason- 
able maximum  rate  and  charge  to  be  made  thereafter  by  said  the 
Connecticut  Company  within  the  limits  of  the  city  of  Hartford 
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and  to  various  points  in  the  towns  adjoining  said  city  for  the 
carriage  of  passengers,  said  maximum  rate  and  charge  not  to 
exceed  the  S^ent  fare,  so^alled,  charged  by  said  company  on  said 
lines  t)rior  to  October  1,  1917. 

Dated  at  Hartford,  Connecticut,  this  24:th  day  of  October,  a. 
D.,  1917, 

City  of  Hartford, 
By  Francis  W.  Cole, 

Its  Attorney. 

[1]  Said  petition  was  duly  assigned  for  hearing  at  the  office 
of  the  Commission  in  Hartford  on  Monday,  November  12,  1917, 
at  11 :30  o'clock  in  the  forenoon,  of  which  due  and  public  notice 
was  given  as  by  order  of  notice,  and  return  on  file  will  fully 
appear,  and  at  which  time  and  during  the  subsequent  adjourned 
hearings,  the  parties  in  interest  appeared  with  their  witnesses 
and  counsel  and  were  fully  heard. 

The  only  issue  involved  in  this  case  is  based  upon  allegations 
contained  in  paragraph  4  of  the  petition.  Counsel  for  petitioner 
made  an  opening  statement  of  the  city's  claims,  but  did  not  at- 
tempt to  prove  or  make  out  a  prima  facie  case  by  the  introduction 
of  evidence,  relying  upon  the  theory  that  the  burden  was  upon 
the  respondent  to  show  justification  for  its  rates.  The  Com- 
mission ruled  that  inasmuch  as  the  old  rates  had  been  in  existence 
for  a  considerable  period  of  time  prior  to  the  present  increased 
rates  complained  of,  and  as  all  the  material  facts  pertaining  to 
the  reasonableness  of  such  rates  were  more  or  less  exclusively 
within  the  knowledge  and  possession  of  the  respondent,  it  should 
proceed  by  offering  whatever  evidence  it  had  in  justification  of 
its  present  rates. 

Whatever  weight  may  ordinarily  be  attached  to  the  presump- 
tion of  reasonableness  of  a  long-established  pre-existing  rate,  it 
is  materially  lessened  by  present  economic  conditions  within  the 
official  knowledge  of  an  administrative  tribunal.  While  the 
burden  of  supplying  the  facts  may  be  imposed  upon  the  respond- 
ent, the  burden  of  establishing  its  material  allegations  from  all 
the  facts  submitted  still  rests  upon  the  petitioner,  under  the  laws 
of  this  state  permitting  the  company  in  the  first  instance  to  estab- 
lish its  rates  or  to  change  a  company-made  rate. 
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Counsel  for  the  petitioner  objected  to  the  admission  of  evi- 
dence involving  or  affecting  the  respondent's  railway  system 
outside  of  the  Hartford  lines  as  set  forth  in  the  petition.  Ee- 
spondent  claimed  that  all  lines  operated  by  it  in  Connecticut  were 
operated  as  one  system,  corelated  in  all  its  parts,  and  that  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  the  Hartford  lines  separately,  or  any  other 
subdivision  of  the  system,  and  determine  either  the  operating  ex- 
penses or  the  gross  or  net  revenues,  or  allocate  with  any  degree 
of  accuracy  the  fixed  charges  and  overhead  expenses.  The  Com- 
mission rvled  that  substantial  latitude  should  be  given  to  the 
respondent,  and  testimony  affecting  the  company's  system  as  a 
whole  was  offered  and  admitted  in  evidence. 

GeneraX  Statement. 

The  evidence  in  this  case  consists  of  more  than  700  pages  of 
tj'pewritten  testimony,  together  with  88  exhibits  containing  de- 
tailed statistics,  graphic  and  other  information  and  data,  and, 
by  reference,  all  official  records  and  documents  on  file  and  record 
in  the  Commission's  office,  bearing  in  any  way  upon  the  issues 
involved.  Illuminating  and  somewhat  lengthy  briefs  were  filed 
by  counsel,  the  respondent's  brief  treating  exhaustively  the  evi- 
dence in  analytical  subdivisions  and  reproducing  in  convenient 
form  most  of  the  exhibits  presented.  The  Commission  will  not 
undertake  to  make  a  detailed  finding  or  even  a  complete  sum- 
marization of  all  the  facts  submitted,  but,  having  made  a  careful 
study  and  analysis  of  all  the  matters  presented,  will  set  forth 
as  concisely  as  possible  the  material  facts  governing  its  final  con- 
clusions and  order.  In  this  connection  we  deem  it  informative 
to  give  a  brief  history  of  the  origin,  composition,  and  operating 
activities  of  the  respondent  company. 

History  of  the  Company. 

A  history  of  the  properties  and  companies  now  owned  or  op- 
erated by  the  respondent  is  a  history  of  nearly  all  the  street 
railway  companies  in  Connecticut.  The  evolution  of  what  is  now 
the  Connecticut  Company  is  the  result  of  many  mergers,  con- 
solidations, and  purchases  of  numerous  street  railway  companies, 
changes  of  names,  and  other  similar  transactions.  It  begins  on 
short,  disconnected  lines  with  the  operation  of  a  small,  wooden, 
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four-wheeled  car  weighing  about  1,400  pounds,  with  a  seating 
capacity  of  14  passengers  and  drawn  by  one  horse,  on  an  oval 
iron  rail  spiked  to  wooden  stringers.  Its  latest  maximum  de- 
velopment is  a  steel-constructed  car  35  feet  in  length,  weighing 
about  45,000  pounds,  having  a  seating  capacity  of  52  passengers, 
with  four  SO-horse  power  electric  motors,  operated  over  a  large 
system  of  connected  lines  with  the  maximum  size  steel  rail  in 
use  weighing  124  to  130  pounds  to  the  yard. 

The  first  charter  for  a  street  railway  company  in  Connecticut 
was  granted  in  1859  to  the  Hartford  &  Wethersfield  Horse  Eail- 
way  Company,  and  at  the  close  of  the  1917  session  of  the  general 
assembly  there  had  been  granted  166  special  charters  to  street 
railway  companies,  involving  both  horse-drawn  and  electric  meth- 
ods of  propulsion.  Of  these  166  original  charters,  83  have  lapsed 
or  have  otherwise  been  discontinued,  and  of  the  remaining  83 
chartered  companies,  63  are  now  owned  or  operated  by  the 
Connecticut  Company. 

The  process  of  consolidation  first  started  with  the  Thompson 
Tramway  Company,  chartered  in  1901,  the  name  of  which  was 
changed  by  decree  of  the  superior  court  for  New  Haven  county 
in  1902  to  the  Worcester  &  Connecticut  Eastern  Railway  Com- 
pany. The  name  of  the  latter  company  was  changed  by  decree 
of  the  superior  court  for  New  Haven  county  in  May,  1904,  to 
the  Consolidated  Eailway  Company,  which  company,  after  ac- 
quiring many  street  railway  properties,  was  merged  with  the 
New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  on  May 
31,  1907. 

The  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company 
continued  to  acquire  additional  street  railway  properties  until 
June  30,  1910,  at  which  date  practically  all  of  the  street  railway 
properties  then  owned  by  that  company  were  turned  over  to  the 
Connecticut  Company  on  a  capitalization  of  $40,000,000,  the 
New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  owning 
all  of  the  capital  stock. 

During  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1913  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Connecticut  Company  was  transferred  to  the  New  England 
Navigation  Company,  one  of  the  subsidiary  companies  of  the 
New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company.  By  an 
order  of  the  district  court  of  the  United  States  for  the  southern 
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district  of  New  York,  dated  October  17,  1914  said  capital  stock 
was  assigned  and  transferred  to  five  trustees,  with  autkority  to 
hold  said  capital  stock  and  exercise  all  the  powers  in  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Connecticut  Company  which  the  owners  of  the  shares 
of  said  capital  stock  are  entitled  to.  exercise,  until  the  said 
shares  of  capital  stock  shall  have  been  sold,  as  therein  provided. 

At  the  time  the  several  companies  were  being  merged  with  the 
Consolidated  Railway  Company,  the  Connecticut  Railway  & 
Lighting  Company  absorbed  and  operated  a  number  of  street 
railway  lines  in  the  southwestern  part  of  the  state,  all  of  which 
were  leased  to  the  Consolidated  Railway  Company  in  1906  for 
the  term  of  999  years,  and  are  now  operated  under  the  terms  of 
said  lease  by  the  respondent. 

The  first  identity  of  the  Connecticut  Company  appears  under 
a  charter  granted  to  the  Thomaston  Tramway  Company  in  1905, 
the  name  of  which  company  was  subsequently  changed  to  the 
Connecticut  Company  by  decree  of  the  superior  court  for  Litch- 
field county  on  May  31,  1907.  The  merger,  consolidation,  sale, 
transfer,  and  lease  of  all  these  several  companies  and  franchise 
rights,  culminated  in  the  Connecticut  Company,  as  herein  stated, 
and  carried  with  it  all  the  franchise  rights  and  privileges  under 
the  several  charters  connected  therewith. 

The  following  table  will  show  the  several  companies  acquired 
by  the  Consolidated  Railway  Company,  the  amount  shown  as  the 
cost  of  construction  and  equipment  at  the  date  of  the  latest  report 
of  such  companies  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners,  and 
also  the  amount  which  the  Consolidated  Railway  Company  paid 
for  the  properties  purchased. 

TABLE  SHOWING  THE  STREET  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  ACQUIRED  BY 
THE  CONSOLIDATED  RAILWAY  COMPANY  BETWEEN  MARCH  20,  1904. 
AND  APRIL  22,  1907,  THE  COST  FOR  CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIP- 
MENT AT  DATE  OP  LAST  REPORT  TO  BOARD  OF  RAILROAD  COM- 
MISSIONERS,  AND  THE   PBICB8   PAID  THEREFOR. 

Cost  of  Price  paid 

Name  of  Company  Construction      by  Cons.  By. 

and  Equipment  Co. 

Winchester  Are.  B.  B.   Co |1,212,304.66  $2,375,880.35 

Fair   Haven   &  Westrllle  B.   B.   Co 4,489,535.98  8,864,855.94 

Merlden    El.    B.    B.   Co 1,714,208.30  1,222,073.20 

Montville    St    By.    Co.     658,045.42  624,509.46 

Norwich   St.   By.    Co 759,702.03  708,443.21 

New   London   St.  By.  Co 455,953.03  412,111.93 

Middletown    St.    By.   Co 304,725.15  281,413.10 

Suffleld    St.    Uy.*   Co 68,075.65  91,645.06 

Hartford   St.   Ry.    Co 4,081,902.29  6,638.226.72 
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TAB  LE — Continued. 

Cost  of  Price  paid 

Kam«  of  Company  Construction  by  Cons.  Ky 

and  Equipment  Co. 

Greenwich    Tramway    Co 661,488.04  682,373.27 

Bramford  Ltg.  &  Water  Co 893,105.41  623,254.12 

Stamford    St.    Ry.    Co 473.7::i.91  447,449.00 

East  Hartford  &  Glastonbury  Horse  R.   R.  Co 200,000.00  588,095.82 

Willlmantic   Traction    Co 480,000.00  306.410.37 

Hartford,  Manchester  ft  Rockville  Tramway  Co 607,388.91  895.602.54 

Hartford  ft  Middletown   St.   Ry.   Co 13,000.00 

Waterbury  ft  Poibperaug  Valley  Ry.  Co.    No  record  188,205.94 

Total      $23,463,550.03 

Payment  for  legal  services  in  consolidation  of  properties   flOO.OOO.OO 

Difference  between  amounts  paid  for  stocks  of  New  London  St. 
Ry.  Co.,  Montyille  St.  Ry.  Co.,  and  Norwich  St.  Ry.  Co.,  and 
Consolidated  Ry.  Co's  distributive  shares  of  the  amounts  re- 
ceived by  these  companies  for  the  sale  of  ail  their  property,  rights, 

and  franchises   184,935.00 

Cost  of  the  following  properties : 
People's  Tramway  Co.  and  Danlelaon  ft  Norwich  St  By.  Co.,  prop- 
erty and  franchises   1,475,000.00 

.Expenditures  on  Thompson  Tramway  Co.  for  year  ended  June  80, 

1903      150,083.15 

Total  cost  of  the  properties  originally  owned  and  those  afterwards 

acquired  by  the  Cons.  Ry.  Co.  prior  to  June  1,  1907  $25,373,568.18 

The  life  of  the  Consolidated  Railway  Company  terminated 
on  May  31,  1907,  when  it  was  merged  with  the  New  York,  New 
Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company.  Previous  to  its  ter- 
mination it  had  acquired  all  the  capital  stock  of  the  Stafford 
Springs  Street  Railway  Company,  but  the  final  transaction  re- 
garding its  transfer  did  not  take  place  until  after  the  Consolidat- 
ed Railway  Company  merged  with  the  New  York,  New  Haven, 
&  Hartford  Railroad  Company. 

Other  street  railway  properties  were  acquired  by  the  New  York, 
New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  between  June  28, 
1907,  and  December  31,  1909,  as  appears  by  the  following  table, 
and  which  table  shows  cost  for  construction  and  equipment  at 
date  of  last  report  of  said  company  to  the  Board  of  Railroad  Com- 
missioners, and  the  prices  paid  therefor. 

Cost  of  construe* 

Oon  ana  eqjilp-  ,^^  ^^ 

ment    at    date  .   ' 

Name   of   Company                             of   last   report  v  v  *v  tt  ^ 

♦«  ,t^    «•"-    aE.E.Co. 
road     Commis- 
sioners 

Merlden,  Sonthlngton,  A  Compounce  Tramway  Co |427,009.6S  |400,861.77 

Torringrton  &  Winchester  St.  Ry  Co 435,0S0.95  516.010.25 

Stafford  Springs  St.  Ry.  Co No  record  958.321. »5 

Farmlngton  St.  Ry.  Co 236,572.46  232,293.30 

Total    $2,107,496.47 
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By  the  acquisition  of  these  properties  the  New  York,  Kenv 
Haven,  and  Hartford  Railroad  Company  secured  all  the  prop* 
erty,  rights,  powers,  and  franchises  of  the  purchased  companies, 
as  well  as  those  of  all  constituent  companies.  Such  companies 
88  were  eventually  turned  over  to  the  Connecticut  Company  were 
as  follows: 

Name  of  Company.  Conitituent  Companlea.         ^titter, 

Thompson  Tramway  Co.  1901 

People's  Tramway  Co.  1893 

Putnam  ft  Thompson  8t  By.  Co.  189S 

Danlelson  ft  Norwich  St  By.  Cow  1901 

WalUngford  Tramway  Co.  1903 

Winchester  Ave.,  B.  B.  Co.  1880 

New  Haren  ft  West  Haven  Horse 

R.  R.  Co 1865 

tWest  Shore  By.  Co.   1803 

Fair  Haven  ft  WeatvlUe  B.  B.  Ca               New  Haven  St.  By.  Co IHQil 

State  St.  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1868 

New  Haven  ft  Morris  Cove  B.  B. 

Co 1889 

Edgewood  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1871 

Lake  Saltonstall  B.  B.  Co 1893 

New  Haven  ft  East  Haven  Blver 

By.  Co 189T 

New  Haven  ft  Centrevllle  St.  By. 

Co 1893 

New  Haven  ft  Centrevllle  Horse 

B.  B.  Co. 1865 

nferlden  Blectrle  B.  B.  Cow                         Merlden  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1876 

•Norwich  St.  By.  Co.                                    Norwich  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1864 

*MontTille  St.  By.  Co.                                   Montvllle  Horse  B.  B.  Co. 1889 

*New  London  St.  By.  Ca                             New  London  Horse  By.  Co 1886 

*Mlddletown  St.  By.  Co.                                Middletown  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1871 

Portland  St  By.  Co.  189;i 

*  Hartford  St.  By.  Co.  Hartford    ft    Wethersfield    Horse 

By.  Co 1859 

NewlDgton  Tramway  Co 1893 

*East  Hartford  ft  Glastonbury  St.   By.    B.  Hartford  ft  Glftstonhary  Hone 

Co.                                                                     B.  B.  Co 1866 

1893 

Greenwich  Tramway  Co.                                Stamford  Horse  B.  B.  Co 1886 

^Stamford  St  By.  Co.  1901 

1005 
Winimantlc  Traction  Co. 

Hartford  ft  Middletown  St.  By.  Co.             Woodbary  ft  Seymour  St.  By.  Co.  1903 
•Waterbnry  ft  Pomperaug  Valley  By.  Co.    Woodbury   ft  Waterbury   St.   By. 

Co 1903 

1893 
Hartford,      Manchester,      ft      BockviUe    tSo.  Manchester  Light  Power,  ft 

Tramway  Co.                                                  Tramway  Co. 1893 

New  Haven  ft  North  Haven   St.  B.  B. 

Co.  If'^- 

Whitney  Avenue  Horse  By.  Co.  1871 

Middletown  ft  Merlden  Traction  Co.  190] 

Watertown  ft  Litchfield  Tramway  Co.  1897 

*  Formed  by  change  of  name. 
t  Leasehold  rights. 
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Name  nt  Gompitiy. 

Middletown  &  Middlefleld  Traction  Co. 
*Branford  Ltg.  4  Water  Go. 

Torrlngton  &  Wioebester  St.  Bf.  Co. 
Meriden,     Sonthlngton,     &     Compoance 

Tramway  Co* 
Stafford  Springs  St.  Ry.  Co. 
•Farmlngton  St.  Ry.  Co. 


Columbia  Traction  Co. 
Thomaston  Tramway  Co. 


Oonstltaent  Companies. 


Detr  of 

Charter. 

1903 


Branford  Electric  Co. 


1895 

1S97 

1897 
1901 
Hartford  &  West  Hartford  Horse 
B.  B.  Co.    1863 

1899 
1905 


It  also  bad  acquired  under  the  lease  from  the  Connecticut 
Itailway  &  Lighting  Company  the  following  companies  and  the 
constituent  companies  thereof: 


Name  of  Company. 
^Bridgeport  Traction  Co. 


Sbelton  St.  By.  Co. 

Milford  St.  Ry.  Co. 

•Westport  &  Baugatnck  St  By.  Co. 


•Derby  St.  Ry.  Co. 


Norwalk  Tramway  Co. 
•NorwaJk  St.  Ry.  Co. 

•Waterbury  Traction  Co. 

•Central  Ry.  &  El.  Co. 

Norwalk,  Bridgeport,  &  Bethel  Traction 

Co. 
Southlngton  ft  Plantsrllle  Tramway  Co. 

Cheshire  St  Ry.  Co. 

Naugatnck  Valley  El.  Ry.  Co. 
Thomaston  ft  Watertown  El.  Ry.  Co. 


Constituent  Companies. 

Bridgeport  Hone  B.  R.  Co. 

Bridgeport  By.   Co.    

Bridgeport     ft     West 

Hone  R.  B.  Co.   .. 

^Bast  End  Ry.  Co.  .. 


Stratford 


Date  of 
Charter. 

,.     1S64 
, .     1893 


1883 

1893 
189r, 


Westport  ft  Saogatuck   Horse  B. 
R.    Co 

Derby  Horse  Ry.  Co 

•Derby  ft  Ansonla  St  Ry.  Co.  .. 

Birmingham  ft  Ansonla  Horse  R. 

R.  Co 


Korwalk  Horse  R.  R.  Co.  . 
Waterbury  Horse  R.  R.  Co. 
New  Britain  Tramway  Co.  , 


1878 
18S5 

1876 

18St) 

1862 

18S4 

1886 

1901 
1887 
( 1805 
11901 
1903 
1901 


•  Formed  by  change  of  name. 


At  June  30,  1910,  the  construction  and  equipment  account  of 
the  Connecticut  Company  as  shown  by  its  balance  sheet  was 
839,778,834.83,  the  details  of  which  are  as  follows: 

COST  OP  PROPERTIES  ORIGINALLY  PURCHASED  BY  THE  CONSOLIDATED 

RAILWAY    COMPANY. 

People's  Tramway  Co.  and  Dnnfelson  &  Norwich  St. 

Ry.    Co $1,475,000.00 

Expenditures  on  Thompson  Tramway  Co 150,083.15 

Winchester  Ave.  R.  R.  Co 2,375.880.85 

Pair  Haven  ft  Westvllle  R.  R.  Co 8,364,85.5.04 

Meriden  Electric   R.    R.   Co 1,222,07320 

MontYlUe  St.  Ry.  Co $024,509.46 

Norwich   St.   Ry.   Co 708,443.21 

New  London  St.  Ry.  Co 412.111.93 
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Difference  between  amounts  paid  for  stocks 

of   New   London   St   Ry.   Co.,   MontvUle 

St.   By.   Co.   and,   Norwich   6t.    By.    Co. 

and    the    Consolidated    Ry.    Co.'s    dts- 

trlhutlTe  shares  of  the  amount*  received 

by  said  companies  from  the  sale  of  all 

the  property,  rights,  and  franchises  ....   184,085.00  1,020,090.00 

Mlddletown  St.  Ry.  Co 2S1,418.10 

Snffield  St.  Ry.  Co 91,645.00 

Hartford  St   By.  Co 6,638,226.72 

Greenwich  Tramway  Co 682,373.27 

Branford  Ltg.  ft  Water  Co 623,254.13 

Stamford  St  Ry.  Co 447,449.00 

East  Hartford  &  Glastonbury  Horse  B.  B.  Co 588,090.82 

Willlmantic   Traction   Co 806.4t0.87 

Hnrtford,  Manchester,  k  Rockvllle  Tram.  Co 895,602.54 

Hartford  4  Mlddletown  St  Ry.  Co 13,00a00 

Waterbnry  ft  Pomperaog  Valley  By.  Co 188,205.94 


Total    126,278,008.18 

COST  OF  PB0PEBTIB8  PUBCHASED  BT  THE  NEW  YOBK,   MEW  HAVEN, 

ft  HABTFOBD  BAILROAD  COMPANY. 

Meriden,  Southington  ft  Compounce  Tram.  Co 1400,861.77 

Torrlngton  ft  Winchester  St  By.  Co 516,010  25 

Stafford  Springs  St  By.  Co. 958,321.95 

Farmington   St  By.  Co 232,293.60 


Total     $2,107,406.47 

The  following  amounts  were  expended  for  construction  and 
equipment,  in  addition  to  the  cost  of  the  purchase. 

For  the  year  ending  June  80,   1904    $152,762.57 

For  the  year  ending  Jane  80,  1006 497,041.89 

For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1906 665,501.79 

For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1907  1,552,643.99 

For  the  year  ending  June  80,  1908 2,345,215.79 

For  the  year  ending  June  30,  1909 1,087,906.76 

For  8  months  ending  Feb.  28,  1910  578,425.61 

Total   expenditures    $0,874,488.40 

Estimated .  valve   of   cqulpmeftt  at  tiM   leased   prop- 
erties of  the  West  Shore  By.  Co $8,100.00 

Estimated  ralue  of  equipment  of  the  Connecticot  By. 

ft  Ug.  Co 881,001.88 

Total    889,101.88 

RehablUtatton  fund  4,702,890.64 


Total  additions   $80,797,040.07 

DEDUCTIONS. 

Properties  owned  by  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  ft  Hartford  Ballroad  Company, 
betag  a  part  of  the  foregoing  properties  purchased  and  retained  by  the  New 
York,  New  Haven,  ft  Hartford  Ballroad  Company. 

Saffield  St  By  Co. $91,645.06 

I^iae  from  West  Thompson  to 

Mass.  state  line   150>000.00 

Line    from    Mlamus    river    to 

New  York  state  line 127,560.00 

Branford    Lighting    ft    Water 

Depta     872,822v81 


Total $741.52T.8T 
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Sale  of  1104  shares  of  the  Farmington 
St.  By.  Co.  to  the  New  England  Naviga- 
tion Co 108,900.88 


Total   deductions    850428.70 


Total  cost  of  properties  purchased $38,946,616.37 

To  this  there  is  added  the  payment  for  legal  services  charged  hy 
the  Consolidated  By.  Co.  for  consolidation  of  the  properties  by 

that  company    100,000.00 

Total  charged  cost  of  the  properties  acquired  by  the  Con^- 

nectlcut  Co $39,046,616.37 

Amounts  expended  by  the  Connecticut  Company  for  construction  and  eqaipment 
from  date  of  operation  to  June  30,  1910,  as  follows : 
For   year   ending    June    30,    1007 — construction   and 

equipment     $172,723.10 

For    year   ending   June    80,    1908 — construction    and 

equipment    142,343.90 

For    year    ending    June    30,    1909-— construction    and 

equipment     4,516.84 

For  year  ending  June  30,  1910 — 

construction     255,476.94 

eqaipment    157,159.62 


Total  additions  to  construction  and  equipment 782,218.46 


Total  construction  and  equipment  account  as  per  balance 

sheet  the  Connecticut  Co.  June  80,  1910 $39,778,834.83 

Total  construction  and  equipment  account  as  per  balance 

sheet  the  Connecticut  Co.,  Dec.  31,  1916   $44,721,899.00 

On  July  7,  1913,  the  following  street  railway  companies 
owned  by  the  Connecticut  Company  were  leased  to  the  Shore 
Line  Electric  Railway  Company : 

Name  of  Company.  Constituent  Companies.         a^ttrr. 

People's  Tramway  Co.  1893 

Putnam  ft  Thompson  St.  By.  Co.    189.'^ 

Thompson  Tramway  Co.  1901 

Danielson  &  Norwich  8t  Ry.  Co.  1901 

Wllllmantlc  Traction  Co.  1001 


«New  London  St.  Ry.  Co. 
•MontYllle  St.  By.  Co. 
♦Norwich  St.  Ry.  Co. 


Vow  London  Horse  By.  Co.   ....    1886 

MontvUle  Horse  B.  R.  Co 1889 

Norwich  Horse  B.  B.  CO 1864 


*  Formed  by  change  of  name  of  company. 

The  following  will  show  a  summary  of  the  number  of  miles 
of  track  controlled  by  the  Connecticut  Company : 

Mnes  of 
single  track 

Line  owned  and  operated 302.588 

Line  owdbd  and  leased  (operated  by  Shore  Line  El.  By.  Co.) 80.372 

Line  operated  under  lease  from  Connecticut  By.  4  Ltg.  Co 170.0S9 

Line  operated  but  owned  by  another  corporation,  control  being  secured 

through  stock  ownership   •  • 4.42'J 

Line  operated   under   agreement    17.042 

Line  operated  under  trackage  rights 8.721 


Total  mileage  single  traek   584.134 
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Effect  of  Consolidation. 

It  appears  that  the  respondent  is  a  consolidation  of  a  large 
number  of  originally  separate  horse  car  and  electric  street  railway 
companies  operating  in  different  sections  of  the  state.  As  to 
whether  these  separate  companies  should  have  been  merged  and 
eonsolidated  into  the  respondent  as  a  unified  system,  or  whether 
the  respondent  can  render  as  efficient  public  service  as  the  sep- 
arate companies  might  furnish  if  not  consolidated,  is  not  for  this 
Commission  to  determine  at  this  time,  as  the  consolidation  was  in 
conformity  with  apparent  public  policy,  having  received  the 
sanction  of  the  legislature  of  the  state. 

As  a  result  of  the  consolidation,  however,  all  the  several  sep- 
arate properties  (with  one  exception,  the  Torrington  &  Win- 
chester Street  Railway  Company),  have  been  physically  connected 
by  the  completion  of  extensions,  connecting  lines,  and  other 
constructions,  making  possible  the  continuous  transportation  of 
passengers,  freight,  and  express  matter  over  its  entire  lines. 

Should  the  Company  be  Treated  as  a  Unit  f 

[2]  Should  the  particular  lines  mentioned  in  the  petition, 
namely,  the  lines  in  the  city  of  Hartford  and  those  extending 
from  the  city  into  adjoining  towns,  be  treated  separately  and  in- 
dependently of  the  respondent's  other  lines  and  property,  in 
■determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates  complained  of,  or 
should  all  the  lines  operated  by  the  respondent  as  a  unitary  system 
be  taken  into  consideration  ?  This  is  one  of  the  most  important 
and  most  controverted  questions  involved  in  this  case. 

This  petition  is  brought  under  §  23  of  chapter  128  of  the  Pub- 
lic Acts  of  1911,  which  provides  that  any  city  within  which  or 
between  which  and  any  other  city,  town,  or  borough,  a  utility 
company  is  furnishing  service,  may  bring  its  written  petition, 
alleging  that  the  rates  or  charges  made  by  such  company  are  un- 
reasonable. The  rates  or  charges  referred  to  do  not  necessarily 
include  all  the  rates  or  charges  of  a  utility  company,  but  may  ap- 
ply only  to  rates  charged  for  a  particular  service  or  rates  charged 
in  a  certain  locality  or  between  given  points. 

The  petitioner  in  this  case  complains  of  the  rates  for  passenger 
traffic  in  a  certain  locality,  namely,  the  city  of  Hartford,  and  on 
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the  lines  extending  therefrom  into  adjoining  towns.  The  issue 
to  be  determined,  therefore,  is  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  the 
particular  rates  complained  of.  While  the  rate  itself  may  be 
confined  to  a  particular  locality,  the  facts  governing  the  reason- 
ableness of  such  rate  may  involve  a  greater  latitude. 

The  respondent  operates  503.76  miles  of  street  railway  in 
Connecticut,  maintaining  the  same  unit  of  fare  on  the  zone  system 
over  all  its  lines.  Theoretically,  therefore,  the  rates  charged  are 
the  same  in  all  sections  of  the  state  where  the  company  operates, 
and  a  change  of  rates  in  one  city  would  necessitate  change  of 
rates  over  its  entire  system  or  the  establishment  of  a  unit  of  fare 
in  such  city  differing  from  the  unit  of  fare  maintaining  in  other 
parts  of  the  system. 

The  petitioner  claims  that,  "in  determining  whether  or  not  the 
6-cent  fare  is  reasonable  for  the  city  of  Hartford,  the  city  has 
the  right  to  have  the  lines  within  its  limits  considered  separately 
from  the  other  lines  of  the  company,"  and  that  "if  the  5-cent  fare 
is  a  reasonable  fare  in  the  city,  the  car  riders  of  Hartford  should 
not  be  compelled  to  pay  more  than  5  cents  in  order  to  give  the 
company  the  funds  which  it  may  need  on  account  of  unprofitable 
operation  of  other  lines." 

The  respondent  claims  that  in  establishing  the  fare  tariffs,  the 
company,  being  legally  consolidated  and  operated  as  a  single 
system  under  one  general  management,  should  be  treated  as  a 
whole;  that  the  bookkeeping  and  accounting  system  of  the  com- 
pany is  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  prescribed  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  and  by  this  Coromission,  and 
is  kept  as  a  unit,  affecting  the  company's  entire  operations ;  that 
the  problem  of  procuring  finances  for  the  whole  or  any  part  of 
the  system*  involves  the  earnings,  expenses,  and  valuation  of  the 
company's  property  as  a  whole  and  the  distribution  of  risk  and 
casualty  claims  over  the  entire  system. 

The  respondent  as  a  consolidated  company  is  a  legalized  en- 
tirety chartered  to  serve  the  people  of  the  state  in  all  sections 
where  its  lines  are  operated.  The  advantages  of  a  unified  trans- 
portation system,  serving  the  people  located  in  different  sections 
of  the  state,  by  physically  connected  and  similarly  operated  lines, 
attach  themselves  to  all  portions  of  the  system. 

The  social  and  business  success  of  individuals,  sooieties,  and 
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municipalities  is  to  a  large  extent  interdependent.  The  corporate 
boundaqr  lines  of  a  city  do  not  inclose  all  the  inhabitants  upon 
whom  the  city  is  dependent  for  its  business,  social,  and  general 
success  and  development  There  is  involved  in  its  economic  life 
and  daily  business  transactions  a  large  percentage  of  people 
from  the  suburban  and  other  sections  outside  of  its  corporate 
limits.  To  impose  a  severe  or  prohibitive  burden  upon  their 
access  to  the  city  would  be,  not  only  a  loss  to  the  city,  but  a 
serious  impediment  to  the  development  of  business  and  the  com- 
fort of  the  general  public  dependent  upon  the  respondent  for 
service. 

Assuming,  therefore,  as  an  equitable  proposition,  that  certain 
of  the  more  populous  lines  of  a  transportation  company  should 
help  to  bear  the  burdens  of  some  of  the  unprofitable  ones  as  a 
natural  incident  to  interbosiness  and  social  relations,  yet  this 
proposition  should  not  be  so  far  extended  beyond  reasonable 
limitations  as  to  impose  a  burden  without  some  corresponding 
benefits. 

No  evidence  was  offered  showing  the  valuation  of  the  plant 
and  equipment  or  the  financial  operations  of  the  Hartford  lines 
separate  from  the  other  lines  of  the  company's  system.  It  did 
appear  in  evidence,  however,  that  a  laj^  number  of  people  from 
suburban  and  other  outside  sections  were  utilizing  the  company's 
service  and  were  engaged  in  the  daily  routine  of  the  business  of 
the  city,  and  that  the  general  traffic,  operating  and  financial  con- 
ditions of  the  Hartford  lines  were  not  dissimilar  from  those  main- 
taining in  other  populous  centers,  as  Bridgpport^  New  Haven,  and 
Waterbuiy,  together  with  their  respective  suburban  lines. 

In  the  case  of  the  passenger  rates  of  the  Long  Island  Railroad 
Company,  P.XJ.R1918A,  649,  decided  by  the  Public  Service 
Commission  for  the  first  district  of  New  York  in  November, 
1917,  Commissioner  Hervey,  in  writing  the  opinion,  states: 
''The  insufficiency  of  revenue  from  the  passenger  service  as  a 
whole  does  not  demonstrate  that  a  particular  division  of  service 
or  a  particular  class  of  service  should  provide  the  additional  rev- 
enue without  showing  further  what  is  the  basis  ef  the  rates  as  a 
whole  or  in  different  divisions  or  classes  of  passenger  service,  and 
which  particular  division  or  class  should  bear  a  calculated  in- 
crease in  rates." 
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The  respondent's  passenger  rates  are  the  same  throughout  its 
entire  system.  It  is  conceded  by  petitioner  that  the  company  as 
a  whole  should  receive  increased  revenue  over  that  obtained  by 
the  old  rates.  In  the  exhaustive  hearing  on  all  matters  pertain- 
ing to  the  company's  entire  system,  no  facts  were  showrf  which 
would  warrant  a  finding  that  any  particular  division  or  munic- 
ipality or  combination  of  divisions  or  municipalities  less  than 
that  involving  the  whole  system  should  bear  all  the  burden  of 
producing  the  necessary  increased  revenue,  or  that  any  particular 
division  or  municipality  should  be  relieved  from  bearing  its  share 
of  such  burden. 

The  corporate  identity  of  the  respondent  as  a  consolidated 
company  under  legislative  approval  is  coextensive  with  its  co^ 
porate  operations  as  an  entirety,  and  the  body  as  a  whole  most 
be  taken  into  consideration  in  a  proposition  affecting  any  branch 
of  its  service. 

Therefore,  in  determining  the  particular  issues  involved  in 
this  case,  namely,  whether  the  rates  charged  on  the  Hartford 
lines  and  lines  extending  into  adjoining  towns  are  unreasonable, 
we  must  of  necessity  take  into  consideration  certain  facts  and 
conditions  affecting  the  whole  system,  even  though  by  so  doing 
we  inferentially  pass  upon  the  reasonableness  of  rates  in  other 
localities,  not  complained  of  in  this  petition. 

Vdliuition. 

[8-4]  The  question  of  valuation  of  the  company's  property 
as  a  whole  loses  its  importance  in  a  solution  of  the  issues  involved 
in  this  case,  because  the  present  rates  are  not  producing  sufficient 
revenue  to  pay  any  dividends  on  the  capital  involved,  after  the 
payment  of  overhead  and  operating  expenses  and  fixed  chains. 

Many  theories  have  been  advanced  as  to  the  valuation  of  a 
utility  company's  property  for  rate-making  purposes.  The  Unit- 
ed States  Supreme  Court  has  laid  down  certain  definite  principles 
regarding  this  question.  Prominent  among  them  nuiy  be  quoted 
the  opinion  of  Justice  Harlan  in  the  leading  case  of  Smyth  v. 
Ames,  169  TT.  S.  at  page  646,  42  L.  ed.  849,  18  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
418 :  "The  corporation  may  not  be  required  to  use  its  property 
for  the  benefit  of  the  public  without  receiving  just  compensation 
for  the  services  rendered  by  it.    .    .    .    We  hold,  however,  that 
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the  basis  of  all  calculations  as  to  the  reasonableness  of  rates  to  be 
charged  by  a  corporation  maintaining  a  highway  under  legislative 
sanction,  must  be  the  fair  value  of  the  property  being  used  by  it 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public.    .    •    .    What  the  company  is 
entitled  to  ask  is  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  that  which  it 
employs  for  the  public  convenience/'    And  the  opinion  of  Jus- 
tice Harlan  reaffirming  a  previous  opinion  of  the  court,  as  fol- 
lows :    "What  the  company  is  entitled  to  demand  in  order  that  it 
may  have  just  compensation  is  a  fair  return  upon  the  reasonable 
value  of  the  property  at  the  time  it  is  being  used  for  the  public," 
San  Diego  Land  &  Town  Co.  v.  National  City,  174  U.  S.  at  page 
757,  43  L.  ed.  1161,  19  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  804.    Later  cases  estab- 
lishing substantially  the  same  doctrine  are  Wilcox  v.  Consolidated 
Gas  Co.  212  U.  S.  19,  53  L.  ed.  382,  48  L.R.A.(N.S.)  1134,  29 
Sup.  Ct  Hep.  192,  16  Aim.  Cas.  1034,  and  the  Minnesota  Rate 
Cases  (Simpson  v.  Shepard)  230  U.  S.  852,  57  L.  ed.  1511,  48 
L.RA.(]Sr.S.)  1161,  88  Sup.  Ct  R^p.  729,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  18. 
The  valuaticMi  of  a  company's  property  used  and  useful  in 
serving  the  public  is,  therefore,  the  criterion  or  basis  on  which 
the  fair  return  should  be  figured  in  limiting  the  maximum  rates 
as  a  whole  to  be  charged.    Any  theory  or  process  followed  in  de- 
termining such  value  must  of  necessity  involve  many  elements 
which  it  will  be  unnecessary  to  discuss  at  this  time.    This  Com- 
mission, in  the  Manchester  Rate  Case  (Docket  No.  8),  adopted 
the  theory  of  replacement  or  reproduction  cost,  which  is  in  con- 
formity with  a  series  of  decisions  by  corresponding  commissions 
and  by  the  United  States  Supreme  Court,  and  is  the  theory  which 
the  respondent  has  followed  in  this  case  in  presenting  the  valua- 
tion of  its  property.    Reproduction,  however,  naturally  implies 
the  substitution  of  a  new  article  in  place  of  an  existing  one  which 
may  be  somewhat  deteriorated  by  actual  service.    Wherefore,  in 
determining  the  value  of  a  going-utility  property  based  upon  its 
reproduction  cost,  the  subject  and  extent  of  depreciation  of  the 
existing  property  have  been  variously  defined  and  treated. 

Depreciation  as  a  substantial  element  depends  upon  the  nature 
of  the  property  and  its  sustained  standard  of  maintenance.  The 
major  property  of  a  street  railway  company,  if  properly  main- 
tained, is  substantially  100  per  cent  valuation  for  service  pur- 
poses.    It  appears  from  the  testimony  of  street  railway  experts 
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that  from  20  to  25  per  cent  of  the  gross  earnings  is  a  liberal 
amount  for  annual  maintenance  and  depreciation  charges,  and  it 
was  shown  that  the  respondent's  average  annual  maintenance 
charges  for  the  past  six  years  were  about  20  per  cent,  and,  fur- 
ther, that  the  respondent  has  maintained  no  depreciation  fund. 

The  valuation  of  the  respondent's  property  was  made  by 
Charles  Eufus  Harte,  an  engineer  of  the  company.  The  method 
and  general  unit  prices  adopted  by  him  were  approved  by  Pro- 
fessor George  F.  Swain,  former  consulting  engineer  to  the  Massa- 
chusetts Kailroad  Commission  and  at  present  chairman  of  the 
Eostpn  Transit  Commission  and  professor  of  civil  engineering  at 
Harvard  University  and  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology. 
From  the  evidence  submitted  on  the  question  of  valuation  it  ap- 
pears that  '^n  1907,  there  was  made  a  valuation  of  the  property 
of  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad,  including 
its  electrical  lines;  with  this  as  a  basis,  supplemented  by  the 
detailed  records  of  the  new  work  and  the  reconstruction  since 
that  date  and  such  field  measurements  as  were  necessary  to  com- 
plete the  information,  the  property  of  the  Connecticut  Company 
was  listed.  To  these  quantities  there  were  then  applied  prices 
representing  the  average  for  the  five-year  period  1910-1915,  this 
period  being  chosen  as  just  outside  the  abnormal  price  conditions 
resulting  from  the  war.  In  addition,  as  a  matter  of  interest  a 
second  figure  was  obtained  by  applying  to  the  quantities,  prices 
as  of  November  1,  1917.  Speaking  in  round  numbers,  this  last 
value  was  $102,000,000  as  compared  with  $57,400,000  for  the 
1910-1914  price  level'' 

The  total  vahie  of  all  the  respondent's  property,  including  the 
leased  lines,  as  testified  to  by  Mr.  Harte,  is  $57,458,385,  classified 
according  to  the  following  table,  being  exhibit  No.  70  in  evidence. 

THE  CONNECTICUT  COMPANY  VALUATION  AS  OP  NOVBMBOB  1,  1917. 

Rtproductloii  Cost 
Wat  and  Stbuctubu  Average  price* 

1S10-191S 

501 — ^BnglneerlBg  and  aiipmrlBteBdenoe  |1,SS3,407 

502--Blgbt  of  way 936,074 

503 — other  land   used  In  elec.   ry.   opers 1,067,491 

504^Gradinf    2.93S450 

605— Ballast    ' 

606->TieB      fi  204  MS 

507— BaUi,  rail  faatenlnga  and  Joints   '     ,*v«,ifo« 

510 — Track  and  roadway  la'bor 

508 — Special   work    1,516,940 
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TABLE — Continued, 

Reproduction  Cost 
Wat  axd  Scecctches  Average  prices 

1910>1916 

511— Paring    4,112,521 

512 — Roadway  machinery  and  tools   59,617 

515 — Bridges,  trestles  and  citlyerts   1,803,972 

516 — Crossing  fences  and  signs 136,136 

517 — Signals  and  interlocking  apparatus   65,556 

518 — Telephone  and  telegraph  lines 

4S19 — Poles  and  fixtures   760,796 

520 — Underground    conduits    197,177 

«21— Distribution    system    .....: 8,029,601 

522 — General  office  buildings    )    „  ^qa  ona 

523— Shops  and  car  houses   }    A6rfo.au» 

524 — Stations,  misc.  bldgs.  and  structures    237,461 

525 — ^Wharves  and  docks   75,207 

526 — ^Park  and  resort  property   248,874 


Total  way  and  atmctures 129,976,888 

Eqcipmemt 

530— Paasenger  and  eomblnation  cars 14,799,824 

531 — ^Freight,  mall  and  express  cars 180,731 

£32 — Service    equipment    458,717 

533 — Electric  equipment  of  cars  3,257,515 

534 — Locomotives     25,000 

536 — Shop  equipment 167,118 

537 — Furniture 20,886 

538 — Miscellaneous  equipment  78,524 


Total   equipment    18,988,810 

POWEB 

539 — Power-plant  buildings    1846,940 

540->Sub8tltutlon    buildings    70,487 

541 — Dams,  canals  and  pipe  lines 

542 — Power  plant  equipment    8,487,724 

543— Substation   equipment   229,465 

544 — Transmission    system     240,455 


Total   power    f4,875,07I 

General  and  Miscellaneous 

546 — Law   expenditures    317,153 

547 — Interest  during  construction   6,156,255 

548 — Injuries  and  damages    138,341 

549— Taxes 168,694 

550 — Miscellaneous : 

Promotion     1830,044 

Organization    830,044 

Contingencies    2,707,167 

Working   capital    I,3o0,000 

Gen'l  stores  and  supplies 1,030,466    |6,887.721 


Total   general    and   miscellaneous    118,618,164 

• 

Total  way  and  structures   '. 129.976,838 

Total  equipment   8,988,310 

Total   power    4,875,071 

Total  general  and  miscellaneous    13,618,16^ 


Grand    total    $57,458,385 
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An  estimated  subdivision  of  said  valuation  among  the  differ- 
ent properties  was  testified  to  by  Mr.  Harte  aa  follows : 

Property  and  lines  owned  and  operated  by  respondent  $36»498,385 

Lines  owned  by  respondent,  operated  under  lease  by  the  Shore  Line 

Electric   Railway  Co 6,000,000 

Total  property  owned  by  president   $41,458,385 

Lines   owned   by   the   Connecticut     Railway    &    Lighting    Company, 

operated  by   respondent   under   lease 16,000,000 

Total     .' 57,458,385 

It  further  appeared  that  the  estimated  valuation  of  the  Con- 
necticut Railway  &  Lighting  Company's  lines,  separate  from  the 
other  property,  includes  capital  improvements  and  betterments, 
amounting  in  round  figures  to  $4,000,000,  made  by  respondent 
since  assuming  the  operation  thereof  under  lease.  This  amount, 
added  to  the  above  item  of  $36,458,385  would  make  the  total 
property  and  lines  owned  and  operated  by  respondent  $40,458,- 
385  and  the  total  value  of  all  the  property  and  lines  owned  by 
respondent,  $45,458,385.  Respondent  is  obligated  to  pay  $1,- 
050,000  annual  rental  for  leased  lines  of  the  Connecticut  Railwav 
&  Lighting  Company  and  receives  $247,500  annual  rental  from 
lines  leased  to  the  Shore  Line  Electric  Railway  Company. 

If  the  value  of  the  company's  property  were  vital  in  determin- 
ing the  issues  involved  in  this  case,  it  would  be  necessary  to  make 
a  more  critical  analysis  of  the  valuation  submitted,  particularly 
for' equipment,  power,  and  general  and  miscellaneous  accounts,, 
but,  as  stated  in  petitioner's  brief,  "on  the  present  hearing  it  is 
unnecessary  to  consider  figures  on  valuation  with  a  view  to  de- 
termining what  is  a  fair  return  for  the  company,  because  the 
company  does  not  appear  to  be  earning  even  fixed  charges." 

Financial  Operations. 

« 

Much  evidence  and  many  exhibits  containing  statistics  as  to 
the  finances  and  financial  operations  of  the  company  were  pre- 
sented. We  deem  it  unnecessary  to  go  into  this  branch  of  the 
case  in  detail.  The  following  table,  being  exhibit  No.  47  in  evi- 
dence, gives  a  comprehensive  general  statement  of  the  important 
elements : 
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Bate  of  Return. 

There  is  no  universal  rule  defining  the  proper  rate  of  return. 
Courts  and  commissions  have  allowed  from  a  minimum  of  5  per 
cent  to  a  maximum  of  from  8  to  10  per  cent.  The  current  mar- 
ket price  of  money,  the  character  of  the  utility,  its  stability  and 
duration  of  service,  its  speculative  future,  and  financial  hazards, 
are  some  of  the  equitable  considerations  which  tend  to  prevent 
the  adoption  of  any  fixed  universal  rate  of  return. 

The  question  of  a  proper  rate  of  return,  however,  is  not  mate- 
rial or  necessary  for  the  Commission  to  determine  in  this  case,  as 
the  minimum  rate,  without  being  confiscatory,  on  a  most  con- 
seivative  valuation  of  the  company's  property  as  a  whole,  would 
be  considerably  more  than  the  present  rate  of  fare  will  produce. 

As  to  Reasonableness  of  Rates  Complained  of. 

[5]  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  company-made  rate, 
or  in  establishing  a  commission  rate,  many  conditions  and  con- 
flicting theories  are  involved,  but  certain  fundamental  principles 
remain  unchanged.  It  may  be  assumed,  therefore,  that  the  prime 
object  of  a  utility  company's  operations  is  to  serve  the  public 
within  its  occupied  territory ;  that  such  service  is  not  a  gratuity, 
but  one  costing  money,  in  legitimate  capital  invested,  and  the 
reasonable  operating  and  overhead  expenses  which  the  people 
served  must  pay  for. 

The  service  rendered  is  for  the  public,  and  while  an  obligation 
rests  upon  the  chartered  utility  to  render  service,  an  equal  obli- 
gation rests  upon  the  public  so  served,  to  pay  sufficient  rates  there- 
for as  will  enable  the  company,  properly  managed  and  economi- 
cally operated,  to  obtain  a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  its  prop- 
erty so  used. 

The  management  and  economical  operation  of  any  large  com- 
pany are  always  subject  to  improvement,  but  if  the  standard  of 
a  given  company  compares  favorably  with  that  of  a  majority 
of  similar  companies,  its  failure  to  reach  the  proper  mark  of 
efficiency  would  apparently  be  due  to  general,  rather  than  local, 
conditions.  The  measure  of  success  along  this  line  is  generally 
reflected  by  the  ratio  of  overhead  expenses  to  operating  revenue 
and  operating  expenses.    The  percentage  of  overhead  expenses  of 
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the  respondent  for  the  five  fisoal  years  1912  to  1916  inclusive, 
to  its  operating  revenue  and  operating  expenses,  is  compared  with 
that  of  the  Bay  State  Street  Eailway  Company,  the  Springfield 
Street  Eailway  Company,  the  Worcester  Consolidated  Street 
Eailway  Company,  and  the  New  York  State  Eailways  Company, 
in  exhibits  Nos.  65  and  66  in  evidence,  and  the  respondent's  per 
cent  of  overhead  to  operating  revenue  and  expenses  is  shown  to 
be  less  than  those  of  the  cconpanies  cited. 

The  public  is  as  much,  if  not  more,  interested  in  the  character 
of  service  rendered  as  in  the  rates  charged,  being  more  inclined 
to  pay  liberal  rates  for  good  service  than  low  rates  for  poor  serv- 
ice. It  is  unfortunately  true  that  the  character  of  the  service 
rendered  by  the  respondent  and  possibly  by  most  street  railway 
companies  is  inadequate  for  the  present-day  demands.  The  re- 
port of  the  special  recess  committee  appointed  by  the  Massachu- 
setts legislature  of  1917  states:  ^^The  public  is  not  receiving  the 
service  to  which  it  is  ^atitled,  and  the  investors  in  street  railway 
securities  are  not  receiving  a  return  conamensurate  with  the  in- 
vestments which  they  have  made.  The  manner  in  which  street 
railway  securities  have  been  regarded  by  investors  is  shown  to 
some  extent  by  the  market  price  of  the  stock.  One  of  the  funda- 
mental difficulties  concerning  the  whole  street  railway  situation 
is  the  fact  that  neither  the  street  railways  nor  the  public  has 
recognized  the  fact  that  the  street  railway  business  is  a  partner- 
ship in  which  the  entire  community  is  interested." 

The  quality  of  service  to  which  the  public  is  entitled  requires 
the  company  to  obtain  sufficient  revenue  to  pay  all  legitimate 
expenses  and  fixed  charges,  and  allow  such  return  on  the  capital 
invested  as  will  attract  new  capital  for  necessary  additional  facili- 
ties and  extensions. 

Considerable  evidence  was  introduced  tending  to  show  the  ne- 
cessity for  increased  revenue.  Judge  Walter  C.  Noyes,  chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Federal  Trustees  having  charge  of  the  respond- 
ent's property,  testified  on  this  branch  of  the  case  as  follows: 
"Last  spring  we  passed  the  dividend  altogether.  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  Commission  that  passing  the  dividend  in  that  case  was 
not  an  ordinary  thing.  It  was  not  merely  giving  the  stockholders 
no  return,  but,  on  account  of  a  quite  remarkable  state  of  affairs, 
it  amounted  to  our  really  failing  to  make  good  our  bond  interest. 
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As  I  think  the  Commission  knows,  the  interest  on  the  mortgages 
on  the  'New  Haven  property  and  on  the  Hartford  property  has 
been  assumed  by  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Kail- 
road  Company  and  the  New  Haven  Railroad,  as  the  sole  stock- 
holder,  expected  to  receive  its  return  by  way  of  dividends,  and 
that  is  one  reason  why  we  felt  under  strong  moral  obligation  to 
make  at  least  enough  dividend  to  take  care  of  the  bond  interest 
on  our  properties  which  the  New  Haven  Railroad  was  paying. 
But  we  didn't  have  the  means.  We  couldn't  do  it  So  we  passed 
the  dividend  altc^ether.  That  was,  in  effect,  failing  to  pay  our 
bond  interest, — ^the  interest  on  the  first  mortgages  on  our  prop- 
erties. We  had  to  take  the  step,  and  it  will  have  to  continue  for 
the  future,  until  conditions  improve.  We  hoped,  by  keeping  that 
money  in  the  treasury,  we  could  get  cdong;  but  costs  continued 
to  increase  and  pile  up,  and  we  found  last  summer  that  we  would 
have  to  do  something  else.  We  could  not  meet  our  rentals  and 
charges  and  expenses.  So  we  failed  to  pay  the  rental  due  the 
Connecticut  Railway  &  Lighting  Company.  That  was  a  case 
where  we  could  do  that  because  the  lease  of  the  Connecticut  Rail- 
way &  Lighting  Company  was  made  to  the  New  Haven  Railroad, 
and  the  New  Haven  Railroad  assigned  it  to  the  Connecticut  Com- 
pany, but  the  Connecticut  Railway  &  Lighting  Company  looked 
to  the  New  Haven  Railroad  as  the  primary  obligor.  .  .  .  We 
were  not  paying  interest  on  our  mortgage  indebtedness  and  were 
not  paying  our  rentals." 

The  present  6-cent  rate  is  an  increase  of  20  per  cent  over  the 
old  rate,  and  it  was  estimated  by  o£Scers  of  the  company  that  the 
present  rate  would  yield  about  10  per  cent  increase  in  passenger 
revenue,  or  $904,682. 

It  is  apparent  from  this  statement  that  the  company  has  not 
reached  a  solution  of  its  troubles. 

The  respondent's  statutory  obligation  of  maintaining  streets 
and  highways  through  which  it  operates,  is  very  heavy.  Where 
the  company  operates  two  tracks  in  city  or  paved  streets,  it  is 
required  to  build  and  maintain  19  feet  in  width  thereof,  and  in 
case  of  single  track  9  feet  in  width  thereof,  with  such  type  of 
permanent  pavement  as  the  municipality  or  highway  officials  may 
designate,  and  that  portion  of  the  public  which  uses  the  company's 
service  is  compelled  to  pay  for  such  paving,  although  the  direct 
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benefits  thereof  result  in  favor  of  the  public  in  general  and  of 
automobile  users  and  competing  jitneys  in  particular. 

The  rates  in  Hartford  and  on  radiating  lines  are  the  same  as 
maintain  throughout  the  system.  The  rates  in  Hartford  prior  to 
the  recent  increase  were  the  same  as  maintained  there  for  a  long 
period  of  years. 

A  large  amount  of  evidence  was  introduced  showing  advances 
in  the  prices  of  all  materials  and  supplies  essential  for  the  main- 
tenance and  operation  of  street  railways,  and  it  is  a  matter  of 
common  knowledge  that  there  has  been  a  material  increase  in  the 
cost  of  labor  and  material  during  recent  years.  While  improved 
facilities  and  increased  business  naturally  reduce  the  cost  of  oper- 
ation in  comparison  with  gross  receipts,  yet  the  history  of  every 
industry  to-day  indicates  that  the  volume  of  business,  no  matter 
how  material  the  advance,  is  not  sufficient  to  overcome  the  mount- 
ing costs  of  labor  and  material,  and  consequently  the  price  of  the 
product  has  had  to  be  raised.  It  is  not  unreasonable  to  assume 
that  the  cost  of  providing  street  railway  service  in  Hartford  has 
increased  out  of  proportion  to  the  benefits  obtained  by  an  in- 
creased volume  of  business. 

If  the  lines  in  the  city  of  Hartford  were  to  be  segregated  and 
an  accurate  account  of  each  could  be  obtained,  it  would  undoubt- 
edly show  that  certain  lines  could  be  operated  even  on  a  5-cent 
basis  at  a  substantial  margin  of  profit,  while  others  would  be 
operated  at  a  loss,  and,  if  all  the  lines  in  Hartford  were  to  be 
segregated  from  radiating  and  contributing  lines,  it  might  show 
that  the  Hartford  city  lines  with  the  traffic  from  radiating  and 
contributing  lines  could  be  operated  at  a  profit  on  a  five-cent  unit 
of  fare.  But  the  present  volume  of  traffic  on  the  city  lines,  as 
well  as  the  general  business  of  the  city,  is  more  or  less  dependent 
upon  the  traffic  brought  in  over  the  suburban  and  contributing 
lines,  and  any  segregation  of  parts  or  radical  differentiation  in 
rates  would  detrimentally  affect  the  social  and  economic  structure 
upon  which  all  the  corelated  communities  were  developed. 

It  is  unquestionably  true  that,  in  the  street  railway  develop- 
ment of  Connecticut,  certain  remote  and  isolated  lines  and  ex- 
tensions were  built  which  are  not  and  never  have  been  self-sup- 
porting, but  which  are  connected  with  and  form  a  part  of  the 
respondent's  present  system.     If  these  lines  were  to  be  segre- 
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gated  and  made  entirely  dependent  upon  their  own  producing 
revenue,  the  rates  for  the  limited  service  thereon  would  have  to 
be  so  high  as  to  be  prohibitive,  and  abandonment  would  neces- 
sarily follow.  Street  railways  have  been  important  factors  in 
the  commercial  and  industrial  development  of  Connecticut,  and 
the  abandonment  of  some  of  the  remote  and  unprofitable  lines 
would  be  a  very  serious  loss  to  the  territory  thus  served,  and  a 
step  backward  in  the  general  development  of  the  state. 

As  hereinbefore  stated,  there  are  no  facts  before  us  from  whicb 
we  could  accurately  determine  whether  the  Hartford  lines  fere 
.  operated  at  a  profit  or  otherwise ;  but  it  does  appear  that  Hart- 
ford and  its  suburban  adjoining  and  contributing  sections  are 
not  dissimilar  in  street  railway  ccmditions  from  other  populous 
centers  in  the  company's  territory  and  their  respective  suburban 
adjoining  and  contributing  sections,  excepting  that  the  dty  of 
Hartford,  under  an  ancient  agreement,  has  the  benefit  of  i  p^ 
cent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  fares  received  within  the  city  limits 
as  estimated  and  determined  by  the  method  stated  in  exhibit  F  in 
evidence. 

To  impose  all  the  burden  of  supplying  increased  revenue  upon 
a  few  remote  or  isolated  lines  would  be  impractical.  We  must, 
therefore,  conclude  that  the  rates  complained  of,  as  levied  and 
collected  on  the  present  zone  system,  are  not  in  themselves  un- 
reasonable. 

Method  of  Levying  and  Collecting  Fares. 

[6]  The  company  has  established  fare  zones  of  varying  lengths, 
over  its  system,  with  a  present  unit  of  fare  of  6  cents  for  each 
zone  or  part  thereof.  The  length  of  the  different  zones  is  theoret- 
ically determined  by  traflBc  conditions  and  density  of  population, 
being  longer  and  allowing  a  longer  ride  for  the  same  unit  of  fare 
in  more  densely  populated  sections.  This  particular  zone  system, 
however,  commonly  called  the  nickel  zonef,  has  been  in  vogue  on 
practically  all  the  street  railways  of  the  country  up  to  a  ven 
recent  date  and,  in  most  cases,  up  to  the  present  time.  The 
distance  of  the  several  zones  has  not  always  remained  tie  same, 
the  companies  having  from  time  to  time  lengthened  or  slor^^" 
certain  zones  (usually  lengthened  upon  request  of  parties  located 
near  the  fare  limit),  still  retaining  the  same  unit  of  fare  for  ^^^^ 
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zone.    In  some  cases  the  zones  have  been  lengthened  to  the  extent 
of  reducing  the  total  number. 

The  development  of  local  communities  and  the  selection  of  par- 
ticular sites  for  the  construction  of  suburban  residences  have  been 
materially  influenced  and  controlled  by  this  long-established  zone 
system  in  street  railway  transportation. 

The  petitioner  claims  that  the  present  zone  system  is  inequi- 
table, and  that  the  mileage  system,  by  which  the  passenger  is  re- 
quired to  pay  on  a  mileage  basis  for  the  actual  distance  traveled, 
would  be  much  fairer.  Petitioner  further  claims  that  if  the 
elimination  of  the  present  zone  system  in  populous  centers,  as 
Hartford,  is  impracticable,  that  the  city  zone  should  be  con- 
tracted, with  outer  limits  of  equal  radius  from  the  recognized 
center,  the  charge  therein  to  be  the  5-cent  unit  of  fare,  and  that 
traflSc  outside  of  such  zone  be  carried  either  on  the  present  zone 
system,  rearranged,  or  on  a  mileage  basis. 

The  adoption  of  the  latter  or  alternative  plan  suggested  by  the 
petitioner  would  result  in  suburban  travel  and  some  parts  within 
the  city,  paying  not  less  than  7  cents  for  street  railway  trans- 
portation into  the  city  on  the  mileage  basis  and  not  less  than  10 
cents  on  the  zone  basis,  for  which  it  is  now  paying  6  cents.  No 
traffic  figures  were  produced  from  which  it  could  be  determined 
how  much  increased  revenue,  if  any,  such  a  plan  would  produce, 
its  general  adoption,  however,  would  eliminate  the  populous 
centers  and  relieve  the  larger  number  of  street  railway  passengers 
from  sharing  the  burden  of  producing  the  necessary  increased 
revenue,  which  would  then  have  to  fall  upon  the  comparatively 
few. 

However  defective  the  present  long-established  system  may  be, 
uny  radical  change  therefrom  should  not  be  adopted  without  care- 
ful study  and  analysis  of  traffic  and  other  street  railway  condi- 
tions on  the  particular  lines  and  system  to  be  affected.  This 
is  a  practical  though  somewhat  complex  economic  problem  which 
the  transportation  company  itself,  with  its  experts  and  intimate 
knowledge  of  operating  conditions,  should  primarily  solve.  If 
the  solution  is  to  be  made  by  the  Commission  or  any  mandatory 
order  issued  by  it,  changing  the  present  zone  system  to  a  mileage 
system,  a  combination  of  mileage  and  zone  system,  "service  at 
cost"  system,  or  any  other  system,  it  could  only  be  done  after  a 
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oareful  investigation  such  as  has  not  been  made  and  could  not 
have  been  made  upon  the  facts  presented  in  this  case.  We  must, 
therefore,  at  this  time  determine  the  reasonableness  of  the  rates 
complained  of  as  levied  and  collected  on  the  zone  system  used 
by  the  respondent* 

Concliision* 

[7-8]  Existing  abnormal  conditions  resulting  from  the  present 
international  war  are  necessarily  involved,  and  must  be  taken 
into  consideration  as  affecting  the  cost  and  selling  price  of  the 
company's  product.  The  natural  result  of  war  conditions  is  to 
add  burdens,  but  these  burdens  should  as  far  as  possible  be 
equitably  distributed.  The  added  burdens  thus  resulting  to  a 
transportation  company  should  be  borne  in  part  at  least  by  the 
stockholders  as  a  patriotic  duty,  as  well  as  by  the  patrons  of  such 
company.  That  which  in  normal  times  would  be  a,  fair  return  in 
the  way  of  dividends  for  capital  invested  might  in  war  times 
cause  an  unequal  distribution  of  the  burdens  in  favor  of  the 
stockholders.  On  the  other  hand,  rates  of  fare  which  in  normal 
times  would  be  reasonable  might  in  war  times  be  unreasonably 
low,  thereby  causing  an  inequitable  distribution  of  the  burdens 
in  favor  of  the  patrons.  Therefore,  any  rate  established  under 
war-time  conditions,  and  influenced  by  such  conditions,  should  be 
the  subject  of  review  as  soon  as  such  conditions  cease  to  exist. 

The  importance  of  street  railways  and  other  local  utility  com- 
panies in  war  time,  and  the  necessitv  of  maintaining  them  at 
maximum  efficiency,  are  strongly  emphasized  in  the  recent  cor- 
respondence  between  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  in  which  the  latter  says :  "It  is  essen- 
tial that  these  utilities  should  be  maintained  at  their  maximum 
efliciency,  and  that  everything  reasonably  possible  should  be  done 
with  that  end  in  view."  Intelligent  management,  wise  economy, 
and  sufficient  revenues  are  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of  sudi 
efficiency.  The  old  ratea  did  not  afford  sufficient  revenues.  The 
added  revenues  resulting  from  the  present  rates,  with  the  econo- 
mies that  have  been  and  may  still  further  be  introduced,  should 
render  material  assistance  and  be  reflected  in  a  higher  degree  of 
efficiency. 

Eased  upon  all  the  facts  presented  in  this  case,  and  for  the 
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reasons  hereinbefore  stated,  we  are  of  opinion  and  find  that  the 
rates  complained  of  are  not  unreasonable. 

ORDER. 

Wherefore  it  is  ordered  and  decreed  that  said  petition  be 
denied. 

We  hereby  determine  and  direct  that  notice  of  the  foregoing 
finding  and  decree  be  given  to  the  petitioner  and  to  the  respond- 
ent company,  by  Henry  F.  Billings,  secretary  of  this  Commis- 
sion, by  forwarding  by  registered  mail  true  and  attested  copies 
hereof,  addressed  one  to  the  mayor  and  board  of  aldermen  of 
the  city  of  Hartford,  one  to  Francis  W.  Cole,  attorney  for  the 
cily  of  Hartford,  both  at  Hartford,  Connecticut,  and  one  to 
Victor  S.  Curtis,  secretary,  the  Connecticut  Company,  New 
Haven,  Connecticut,  on  or  before  the  23d  day  of  March,  1918, 
and  due  return  make  hereon. 

Dated  at  Hartford,  Connecticut,  this  16th  day  of  March,  a,  j>. 
1918. 

Public  Utilities  Commission,  Eichard  T.  Higgins,  0.  0.  El- 
well,  and  J.  W.  Alsop. 

Note. — In  Leonard  v.  Lewiston,  A.  &  W.  Street  E.  Co.  F.  C.  131, 
Feb.  6,  1918,  the  Maine  Commission  said  that  the  copper  zone  sys- 
tem was  preferable  in  theory  to  a  5-cent  zone  system,  but  that  it  was 
not  practicable  to  apply  it  in  the  instant  case.  Objectors  to  increases 
in  fares  by  limiting  the  distance  of  5-cent  zones  suggested  that  many 
of  the  people  along  the  company^s  lines  had  settled  or  adjusted  them- 
selves under  a  situation  that  had  obtained  for  a  great  many  years, 
and  that  it  was  unjust  to  put  upon  them  a  burden  which  would  make 
it  unprofitable  for,  them  to  follow  their  usual  vocation.  "This  ar- 
gument is  entitled  to  very  great  consideration,**  said  the  Maine 
Commission,  '^hile  fare  limits  should  be  approximately  equal 
in  length  where  other  considerations  are  equals  some  consideration 
must  be  given  to  local  demands.'' 

F.U.K.19180. 
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CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  DENVEB  et  aL 

V. 

DENVEB  UNION  WATER  COMPANY, 

[No.  294.] 

DENVEB  UNION  WATEB  COMPANY 

v. 

CITY  AND  COUNTY  OF  DENVEB  et  al. 

[No.  295.] 
(—  U.  S.  •— ,  62  L.  ed.  — ,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  278.) 

Appeal  and  review  —  Reference  —  Findings  of  fact  —  Right  to  review* 

1.  Consent  to  an  order  referring  a  cause  to  a  master  for  the  taking 
of  testimony  and  reporting  it  to  the  court,  together  with  his  findings 
of  fact  and  such  conclusions  of  law  as  he  may  deem  essential  to  the 
proper  advisement  of  the  court,  does  not  preclude  a  party  from  having 
the  master's  findings  of  fact  reviewed  by  the  court. 

Appeal  and  review  —  Error  in  court  helow  —  Rendering  proper  jud^* 
mentm 

2.  The  error  of  the  court  below  in  holding  a  master's  findings  of 
fact  not  to  be  reviewable  will  not  necessitate  sending  the  case  back, 
where  the  issues  were  fully  heard  before  the  master,  all  proffered  evi- 
dence was  admitted,  and  the  record  contains  the  evidence  and  all  other 
materials  necessary  for  judgment. 

Valuation  —  Expiration  of  francMae  —  Effect  on  valtie, 

3.  In  determining  whether  water  rates  fixed  by  a  municipal  ordi- 
nance are  confiscatory,  it  is  proper,  notwithstcmding  the  water  com- 
pany's franchise  has  expired,  to  value  the  plant  as  capable  of  use  and 
actually  in  use  in  the  public  service,  rather  than  Ut  what  the  property 
would  bring  for  some  other  use  in  case  the  city  should  build  its  own 
plant,  where  there  are  no  other  means  of  adequately  supplying  the  city, 
and  the  construction  of  a  municipal  system  would  take  at  least  five 
years,  and  where  the  ordinance  fixing  rates,  while  assuming  to  treat  the 
water  company  as  a  mere  tenant  by  sufferance  in  the  streets*  recognizes 
that  its  plant  must  continue  to  serve  the  public  needs;  since  such  ordi- 
nance amounts  to  the  grant  of  a  new  franchise  of  indefinite  duration, 
terminable  either  by  the  city  or  by  the  company  at  such  time  snd 
under  such  circumstances  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  duty  that  both 
owe  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city. 

Valuation  —  CMng  value. 

4.  In  ascertaining  the  value  of  a  water  system  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  the  rat?8  fixed  by  a  municipal  ordinance  are  in- 
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adequate  and  confiscatory,  its  value  as  a  going  concern  is  properly  in* 
eluded. 

Appeal  and  review  ~  Inclusion  of  improper  element  of  value  —  Effect 
where  return  is  stUl  inadequate, 

6.  The  court  will  not  undertake  to  decide,  in  a  case  involving  the 
reaaonablenees  of  ratea  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a  public  service  cor- 
poration, whether  or  not  a  disputed  element  of  value  was  properly  in- 
cluded in  the  valuation  of  its  property,  where,  even  should  such  element 
be  excluded,  the  return  to  the  corporation  would  still  be  inadequate. 

Mtetum  ^  Beaeanablenese  ^  Circumstances  €md  locality. 

6.  In  determining  whether  rates  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a 
public  service  corporation  afford  a  fair  and  reasonable  compensation, 
the  question  what  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  compensation  depends  great- 
ly upon  circumstances  and  locality. 

Betum  —  €}0nfiscatian  —  Percentage  constituting, 

7.  An  ordinance  fixing  the  rates  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a  water 
company  which  will  operate  to  reduce  its  net  return  to  about  42^oo  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  its  plant,  in  a  locality  in  which  the  prevailing  rate 
of  interest  for  secured  loans  is  about  6  per  cent,  amounts  to  a  taking 
of  the  property  of  the  company  without  due  process  of  law. 

<Mr.  Justice  Holmks,  Mr.  Justice  Bbandbis,  and  Mr.  Justice  CUlBXB 

dissent.) 

[March  4,  1018.] 

Cboss  APPEAI.S  from  the  District  Court  of  the  United  States 
for  the  District  of  Colorado  to  review  a  decree  made  in  a  suit 
in  equity  brought  by  a  water  company  to  restrain  the  enforcement 
of  a  municipal  ordinance  fixing  the  rates  permitted  to  be  charged 
thereafter  by  the  company.    Modified,  and,  as  modified,  aflBrmed. 

Appearances :  James  A.  Marsh,  Norton  Montgomery,  and  Ed- 
ward C.  Stimson  for  the  city  and  county  of  Denver  et  al. ;  Clay- 
ton C.  Dorsey,  Gerald  Hughes,  and  William  V.  Hodges  for  the 
Denver  Union  Water  Company. 

Mr.  Justice  Pitney  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court: 
We  have  here  an  appeal  and  a  cross  appeal  from  a  final  decree 
made  in  a  suit  in  equity  brought  by  the  Denver  Union  Water 
Company  against  the  city  and  county  of  Denver  and  the  members 
of  itsr  council  and  other  public  officials,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
straining the  enforcement  of  an  ordinance  passed  March  3,  1914, 
fixing  the  rates  for  water  permitted  to  be  charged  thereafter  by 
the  company,  upon  the  ground  that  tHey  did  not  afford  a  fair 
and  reasonable  compensation,  based  upon  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty of  complainant  necessarily  used  in  the  service,  and  hence 
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amounted  to  a  taking  of  private  property  without  due  process 
of  law  within  the  meaning  of  the  14th  Amendment.  The  city  and 
county  of  Denver  is  a  municipal  corporation  having  broad  powers 
of  self-government,  including  the  power  on  the  part  of  5  per  cent 
of  the  electors  to  initiate  an  ordinance  by  petition.  For  con- 
venience it  will  be  referred  to  as  the  city. 

An  answer  having  been  filed,  putting  the  cause  at  issue,  the 
district  court,  by  consent  of  parties,  appointed  a  special  master, 
"with  all  of  the  powers  conferred  upon  the  master  under  the  rules 
of  practice  for  the  courts  of  equity  of  the  United  States,  and 
subject  to  the  further  orders  of  this  court,     .     .     .     for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  all  testimony  in  the  suit  and  reporting  to  the  court 
said  testimony,  his  findings  of  fact  and  such  conclusions  of  law 
as  he  may  deem  essential  to  the  proper  advisement  of  the  court." 
After  a  full  hearing  he  made  an  elaborate  report,  sustaining  com- 
plainant's main  contention.     The  city  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  defendants,  filed  numerous  exceptions  to  his  find- 
ings and  conclusions,   raising  questions  respecting  certain  el- 
ements that  entered  into  his  valuation  of  complainant's  plant 
Complainant,  while  declaring  that  it  did  not  consent  to  a  review 
of  the  report  so  far  as  it  was  conclusive  under  the  order  of  ref- 
erence, filed  exceptions,  subject  to  such  ruling  as  the  court  might 
make  respecting  its  reviewability.     Upon  these  exceptions  the 
cause  came  on  to  be  heard,  whereupon  the  court,  being  of  the 
opinion  that,  under  the  terms  of  the  order  appointing  the  special 
master,  his  findings  of  fact  were  not  open  for  its  consideration, 
and  that  no  material  questions  of  law  were  raised  that  could  be 
considered  without  an  examination  of  the  facts,  ordered  that  the 
exceptions  of  both  parties  be  struck  out,  confirmed  the  master  s 
report,  and  passed  a  final  decree  in  favor  of  complainant  i^  ^ 
cordance  with  his  findings.    Def^idants  appealed  to  this  ^^ourt, 
presenting  assignments  of  error  based  upon  the  overruling  l>y  ^^ 
district  court  of  their  exceptions  to  the  master's  report.      Com- 
plainant filed  a  cross  appeal  presenting  assignments  of  error  lo^ 
consideration  only  in  the  event  that  defendants'  assignme^^  ^^ 
error,  or  some  of  them,  should  be  sustained. 

[1]  In  our  opinion,  the  district  court  erred  in  declini^ag  ^ 
pass  upon  the  questions  raised  by  the  exceptions.  Although  ^^ 
opinion  was  filed,  the  ruling  appears  to  have  been  based  upo^  ^^ 
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theory  that,  because  the  order  of  reference  was  made  by  consent 
of  parties,  the  conclusions  of  the  master  were  not  open  to  ques- 
tion. Kimberly  v.  Arms,  129  U.  S.  512,  524,  32  L.  ed.  764,  768,' 
9  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  355,  and  Davis  v.  Schwartz,  155  U.  S.  631, 
633,  686,  39  L.  ed.  289-291,  15  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  237,  are  cited  in 
support,  but  they  are  distinguishable.  In  the  former  case,  the 
reference,  made' by  consent  of  the  parties,  authorized  the  master 
to  hear  the  evidence  and  decide  all  the  issues  between  them,  and 
it  was  because  of  this  that  the  court  held  the  findings  were  not 
merely  advisory,  as  in  the  ordinary  case,  but  were  to  be  taken  as 
presumptively  correct,  "subject,  indeed,  to  be  reviewed  under 
the  reservation  contained  in  the  consent  and  order  of  the  court, 
when  there  has  been  manifest  error  in  the  consideration  given  to 
the  evidence,  or  in  the  application  of  the  law,  but  not  otherwise ;" 
and  that  the  findings  ought  to  have  been  treated  as  "so  far  correct 
and  binding  as  not  to  be*  disturbed  unless  clearly  in  conflict  with 
the  weight  of  the  evidence  upon  which  they  were  made.'^  Davis 
V.  Schwartz  is  to  the  same  effect.  In  the  present  case,  the  consent 
given  to  the  order  of  reference  was  conditioned  by  the  terms  of 
the  order  itself,  which,  as  we  have  seen,  limited  the  functions 
of  the  master  to  the  taking  of  testimony  and  reporting  it  to  the 
court,  together  with  his  findings  of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law 
for  the  advisement  of  the  court. 

[2]  The  error  of  procedure,  however,  does  not  necessitate 
sending  the  case  back  to  the  district  court.  The  issues  were  fully 
heard  before  the  master,  all  proffered  evidence  was  admitted, 
the  exceptions  taken  to  his  findings  raise  no  serious  questions  of 
fact,  we  have  before  us  in  the  record  the  evidence  and  all  other 
materials  necessary  for  judgment,  and  will  simply  proceed  to 
do  what  the  district  court  ought  to  have  done;  namely,  consider 
the  report  and  pass  upon  the  exceptions,  and  make  such  decree  as 
is  equitable  in  the  premises. 

It  was  admitted  before  the  master,  and  is  not  here  controverted, 
that  the  company  is  the  sole  owner  of  the  waterworks  plant  and 
system  in  question,  including  lands,  diversion  works,  reservoirs, 
filters,  conduits,  distribution  works,  and  other  apparatus,  and  is 
serving  the  city  and  its  inhabitants  with  water;  that  no  other 
waterworks  or  system  of  distribution  exists  in  the  city ;  and  that, 
although  the  city  has  power  to  construct  a  system  of  its  own  (sub- 
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ject  to  a  limit  of  cost  that  will  be  mentioned  below),  it  has  not 
commenced  to  do  so.  It  was,  however,  contended  by  defendants, 
in  the  answer  and  npon  the  hearing  before  the  master, — and  the 
contention  is  here  renewed, — ^that  as  to  such  of  the  compan/s 
water  diversion  rights  as  had  been  acquired  by  it  or  its  predeces- 
sors by  original  appropriation  and  user  (as  distinguished  from 
those  acquired  by  purchase),  the  right  to  the  water  itself  was  not 
the  property  of  the  company,  but  of  the  city ;  and  this  upon  the 
theory  that,  under  the  law  of  appropriation  as  it  obtains  in 
Colorado,  the  right  of  diversion  belonged  to  those  for  whose  use 
and  benefit  the  appropriation  was  made,  the  company  being  en- 
titled to  compensation  only  for  its  services  as  carrier  in  distribut- 
ing the  water  by  means  of  the  physical  system  owned  by  it 

The  report  of  the  special  master  shows,  what  is  not  disputed, 
that  his  investigation  of  the  matters  referred  to  him  was  most 
painstaking  and  thorough.  In  estimating  the  value  of  the  com- 
pany's property,  he  adopted  the  following  method,  with  the 
practical  consent  of  the  parties:  Lands  and  water  rights  were 
appraised  at  their  present  market  values ;  estimates  of  the  cost  of 
reproducing  the  structures  were  made,  and,  from  this  cost,  allow-  ■ 
ance  for  accrued  depreciation  was  deducted  so  as  to  determine  the 
reasonable  value  of  the  structures  in  dieir  present  condition ;  and 
in  estimating  the  cost  of  reproduction  it  was  assumed  that  the 
work  would  be  done  under  contract  after  fair  competitive  bidding, 
and  with  reasonable  costs  for  engineering  and  superintendence 
in  addition  to  the  contract  cost.  Separate  consideration  was 
given  to  the  various  tracts  of  land  owned  by  the  company,  ^ 
the  various  water  rights,  diversion  works,  reservoirs,  conduits, 
distribution  pipes,  personal  property,  and  other  items  constitut- 
ing the  plant.  He  found  the  plant  to  be  in  excellent  condition, 
supplying  water  abundantly  in  excess  of  the  needs  of  the  com- 
munity and  under  a  proper  pressure,  and  found  its  entire  value 
to  be  $13,415,899,  in  which  the  only  elements  seriously  questioned 
by  the  city  were :  (a)  The  disputed  water  diversion  ri^ts,  vibid^ 
he  held  to  be  the  property  of  the  company  and  valued  at  $1,9^8,- 
117;  and  (b)  an  item  of  $800,000  for  going^oncem"  valii«> 
allowed  by  the  master  upon  the  ground  that  the  company  ^^^ 
^^an  assembled  and  established  plant  doing  business  and  earui^ 
money,"  according  to  the  principle  laid  down  by  this  covt^  ^ 
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Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  288  U.  S.  153,  165,  59  L. 
e<L  1244,  1250,  P.U.R.1915D,  577,  35  Sup.  Ot.  Kep.  811.  He 
made  no  allowance  for  franchise  valne  or  for  any  permanent  right 
to  maintain  the  waterworks  in  the  streets  of  the  city;  but  he 
did  value  the  plant  as  capable  of  use  and  actually  in  use  in  the 
public  service,  and  found  that  a  new  plant,  capable  of  serving  the 
public  with  like  ^ciency,  could  not  be  built  for  $13,415,899, — 
a  finding  to  which  no  exception  was  taken.  The  master  further 
found  that  the  net  earnings  of  the  company  under  the  Ordinance 
of  1914,  after  making  proper  allowances  for  operating  expenses, 
taxes,  and  depreciation,  would  be  $488,820,  or  only  3.64  per 
cent  of  the  reasonable  value  of  the  plant;  while  the  prevailing 
rate  of  interest  for  secured  loans  on  business  and  residence  prop* 
erties  in  Denver  was  about  6  per  cent,  with  higher  rates  for 
loans  less  adequately  secured. 

[3]  Defendants  now  insist  that  the  company  is  occupying  the 
streets  and  performing  its  service  merely  at  sufferance;  that  its 
rights  arose  solely  out  of  a  franchise  ordinance  adopted  in  1890 
and  which  expired  in  1910 ;  and  diat  the  city  now  has  the  right 
to  exclude  the  company  from  its  streets,  and  hence  the  right  to 
fix  the  terms  upon  which  it  shall  continue  to  do  business,  and 
that  the  value  to  the  company  of  the  property  under  these  cir- 
cumstances is  what  it  would  bring  for  some  other  use  in  case  the 
city  should  build  its  own  plant, — in  other  words,  as  to  a  large 
part  of  the  property,  "junk  value."  Of  course,  it  is  a  necessary 
corollary  that  the  company  may  discontinue  its  service  at  will. 

We  are  unable  to  regard  the  case  as  capable  of  being  thus  dis- 
posed of  upon  the  basis  of  ^^junk  value"  for  comjdainant's  prop- 
erty. 

In  the  first  place,  no  such  question  is  presented,  either  by  the 
pleadings,  the  master's  report,  the  exceptions,  or  the  assignments 
of  error.  The  bill  averred  that  complainant  was  "entitled  to 
have  its  property  devoted  to  the  public  use  of  supplying  the  city 
and  cotmty  of  Denver  and  its  inhabitants  with  water  remain  un- 
impaired in  value,  and  to  receive  for  the  water  supplied  and 
services  rendered  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty so  devoted  to  said  uses,  and  a  sufficient  amount  to  protect 
said  property  against  depreciation  and  other  impairments  of 
value."     The  answer  admitted  complainant^s  ownership  of  the 
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system  of  waterworks  (except  that  as  to  certain  of  the  water 
rights  it  was  denied  upon  legal  grounds  that  have  been  indicated), 
and  admitted  that  ^^complainant  is  entitled  to  have  its  property 
devoted  to  the  public  use  of  supplying  the  city  and  county  of 
Denver  and  its  inhabitants  with  water  remain  unimpaired  in 
value,  so  far  as  its  actual  use  in  supplying  the  city  and  county 
of  Denver  and  its  inhabitants  with  water  is  concerned,  and  to 
receive  for  the  services  rendered  in  supplying  such  water  a  rea- 
sonable return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  devoted  to  such 
use,  and  a  sufficient  amount  to  protect  said  property  against 
depreciation  and  other  impairments  of  value  in  connection  with 
such  use  and  such  water  service."  The  answer  further  alleged 
that  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Ordinance  of  1914  "are  fair,  reason- 
able, just,  and  Will  produce  for  complainant  a  fair,  reasonable, 
and  adequate  return  upon  the  capital  actually  invested  by  com- 
plainant in  its  water  system  and  carrying  service."  The  master's 
report  shows  that  no  question  was  made  before  him  but  that  the 
plant  should  be  valued  as  a  plant  in  use,  except  as  it  was  contend- 
ed that  the  item  of  $800,000  for  going-concern  value  ought  to  be 
eliminated  on  the  ground  that  such  an  element  of  value,  admitted- 
ly existent  in  a  "purchase  case,"  could  not  be  considered  in  a 
^^rate  case,"  and  on  the  further  ground  that  the  company's  fran- 
chise had  expired.  This  latter  point  was  made  the  basis  of  one 
of  the  exceptions.  Aside  from  this,  the  exceptions  were  devoted 
mainly  to  the  contention,  already  mentioned,  that  the  company's 
water  rights,  other  than  those  which  had  be^i  purchased,  were 
the  property  not  of  the  company,  but  of  the  city.  It  was  at  no 
time  contended  that  any  element  of  value  except  "going-concern 
value"  ought  to  be  excluded  because  of  the  expiration  of  the 
franchise.  Defendant's  assignments  of  error  are  based  upon  the 
exceptions,  and  raise  no  other  question. 

But,  supposing  the  question  were  properly  raised,  we  are  con- 
vinced that  by  the  true  intent  and  meaning  of  the  Ordinance  of 
1914  new  rights  were  conferred  upon  the  company  of  such  a 
nature  that,  in  considering  the  effect  of  the  provisions  limiting 
rates,  the  plant  must  be  valued  not  as  "junk,"  but  as  property 
useful  and  in  use  in  the  public  service. 

It  is  true  the  title  and  preamble  of  the  ordinance  contain  ^ 
dications  of  a  purpose  to  treat  the  company  as  a  mere  tenant  by 
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sufferance  of  the  streets,  but  its  enacting  provisions  do  not  carry 
out  this  purpose ;  and  the  measure  must  be  construed  as  a  whole, 
in  the  light  of  the  circumstances  existing  at  the  time  of  its 
adoption,  and  with  proper  regard  for  the  consequences  that  would 
result  from  giving  to  it  the  meaning  contended  for  by  the  city. 

Under  the  Ordinance  of  1890  the  company  had  a  franchise 
which  expired  April  10,  1910,  at  which  time  the  city  had  an 
option  either  to  purchase  the  works  at  an  appraised  valuation, 
or  to  renew  the  contract  for  a  period  of  twenty  years.  After  its 
expiration  litigation  ensued  as  a  result  of  which  this  court  held, 
in  May,  1913,  that  the  city  was  under  no  obligation  to  accept 
either  option,  and  that  its  failure  to  renew  the  contract  did  not 
amount  to  an  election  to  purchase  the  plant.  Denver  v.  New 
York  Trust  Co.  229  U.  S.  123,  138,  57  L.  ed.  1101,  1122,  33 
Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  657.  Meanwhile  fruitless  negotiations  were  con- 
ducted looking  to  a  purchase  of  the  plant  by  the  city,  but  leaving 
the  parties  far  apart  upon  the  question  of  valuation.  The  city, 
on  May  17,  1910,  adopted  a  charter  amendment  whereby  it 
created  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  directed  that  an  offer 
of  $7,000,000  be  made  for  the  property  of  the  company,  and 
provided  that,  in  case  of  its  rejection,  steps  should  be  taken  to 
construct  a  water  system  owned  and  operated  by  the  city  at  a 
cost  not  to  exceed  $8,000,000.  The  water  company  rejected  the 
offer  of  $7,000,000 ;  but  the  city  did  not  commence — has  not  yet 
commenced — the  construction  of  its  own  water  system.  The 
company  continued  to  supply  water  to  the  city  and  its  inhabitants 
at  the  rates  charged  during  the  continuance  of  the  Ordinance 
of  1890.  In  August,  1913, — after  our  decision  in  the  case  just 
mentioned, — the  city  and  the  Public  Utilities  Commission  ap- 
pointed a  commission  of  three  to  inspect,  examine,  and  report 
upon  complainant's  water  system,  and  after  an  investigation, 
during  which  complainant  gave  this  Commission  every  reason- 
able opportunity  for  inspection  and  examination  of  its  records 
and  data,  the  Commission,  on  January  14,  1914,  made  a  unan- 
imous report  to  the  effect  that  complainant's  system  was  in  ex- 
cellent working  condition,  adequate  for  supplying  the  city's 
present  needs,  and  worth,  exclusive  of  going-concern  value  or 
water  rights,  something  over  $10,000,000,  and  declaring  that  it 
would  take  five  years,  without  allowance  for  delays  in  legal  pro- 
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ceedings,  for  the  city  to  construct  a  new  system  of  its  own,  and 
would  cost  $12,750,000.  After  this'report,  and  on  February  17, 
there  was  submitted  to  the  electors  and  taxpaying  electors  of  the 
city  a  contract  by  which  the  city  was  to  purchase  complainant's 
water  system  and  properties  at  a  price  to  be  fixed  by  appraisers, 
including  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  who  were  to  act  for 
the  city,  which  contract  complainant  agreed  to  accept  and  abide 
by  if  favorably  voted  on  by  the  taxpaying  electors.  It  was  reject- 
ed. Prior  to  the  Ist  of  February  the  ordinance  now  in  question, 
greatly  reducing  the  rates,  was  prepared  at  the  instance  of  the 
Public  Utilities  Commission,  circulated  as  an  initiated  bill  under 
the  appropriate  provision  of  the  city  charter,  received  the  sig- 
natures of  more  than  5  per  cent  of  the  electors,  but  only  5,593 
in  all,^  was  filed  with  the  city  clerk  about  a  week  after  the  election 
just  mentioned,  was  introduced  in  the  city  council,  published 
once,  and  passed  by  the  council  on  March  3,  without  amendment 
and  without  hearings ;  that  body  having  acted  either  in  the  belief 
that,  since  the  measure  was  presented  with  the  signatures  of  a 
sufficient  number  of  the  citizens,  it  was  mandatory  upon  the 
council  to  pass  it,  or  else  that  they  had  no  other  option  except  to 
refer  it  to  a  vote  of  the  people,  which  was  not  dona  See  Speer 
V.  People,  52  Colo.  825,  343,  122  Pac.  768.  We  remark  upon 
the  legislative  procedure  simply  because  of  its  bearing  upon  the 
interpretation  of  the  measure,  which,  as  we  shall  see,  lacks  cer- 
tainty in  its  enacting  clauses. 

The  practical  situation  existing  at  the  time  of  its  enactment 
is  sufficiently  clear  from  what  has  been  said.  The  answer  admits 
the  averment  of  the  bill  that  complainant  has  been  and  is  com- 
pelled to  continue  to  serve  the  city  and  its  inhabitants  with  water, 
because  there  is  no  other  supply  of  water  available,  and  a  ces- 
sation of  its  service  would  result  in  great  suffering,  damage,  and 
loss  of  life.  The  city  is  located  in  a  semiarid  region,  and  is  and 
for  nearly  half  a  century  has  been,  absolutely  dependent  upon  the 
continued  operation  of  complainant's  system.  The  termination 
of  the  legal  franchise  in  1910  did  not  absolve  the  city  from  its 
duty  to  the  inhabitants.  At  the  time  of  the  enactmeait  of  the 
Ordinance  of  1914,  the  company's  plant  had  been  in  use  for  four 
years  since  the  expiration  of  the  former  franchise ;  the  city,  while 

1  The  population  of  the  city,  by  the  census  of  1910,  was  213,381. 
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endowed  with  the  power  to  construct  a  system  of  its  own,  but  only 
if  it  could  be  done  at  a  cost  not  exceeding  $8,000,000,  had  not 
yet  commenced  the  construction  of  such  a  system,  had  just  been 
officially  advised  that  one  could  not  be  constructed  for  less  than 
$12,750,000,  and  nevertheless  had  rejected  a  proposition  to  pur- 
chase complainant's  system  at  an  appraised  value. 

It  is  in  th^  light  of  all  these  circumstances  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Ordinance  of  1914  must  be  read.  There  is  a  preamble 
reciting  that  since  1910  the  company  had  been  without  franchise 
and  a  mere  tenant  by  sufferance  of  the  streets,  and  that,  while 
it  had  been  supplying  the  city  and  its  inhabitants  with  water, 
it  had  done  so  ^'at  rates  that  are  excessive  and  that  should  be 
reduced  and  regulated  accordingly ;  "  and  there  is  a  declaration 
that  the  enactment  is  made  without  recognizing  the  company's 
right  to  occupy  the  streets  or  to  continue  its  service,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  regulating  and  reducing  its  charges  "during  the  time 
it  shall  further  act  as  a  water  carrier  and  tenant  by  sufferance 
of  said  streets.''  But  the  enacting  provisions,  in  the  terms  em- 
ployed and  by  necessary  intendment,  are  inconsistent  with  these 
declarations,  and  must  be  taken  to  override  them.  The  first 
section  establishes,  as  the  maximum  charges  permitted  to  be  made 
by  the  company,  a  detailed  schedule  of  ^^semianmuU  water  rates 
payable  in  advance  on  the  1st  day  of  May  and  November  of 
each  year/"  The  various  uses  are  specified,  and  many  of  these 
are  of  kinds  that  cannot  be  discontinued  on  brief  notice.  There 
is  a  special  rate  for  irrigation  by  the  season.  May  1  to  November 
1.  There  is  a  provision  for  meter  rates,  payable  monthly,  with 
a  clause  requiring  the  company  to  install  a  meter  for  any  person 
desirous  of  using  water  by  meter.  Section  2  provides  that  for 
hydrants,  including  "those  which  may  thereafter  be  ordered  by 
the  council  to  be  set  upon  existing  mains  or  upon  extensions 
thereof,"  the  city  shall  pay  annual  rentals.  And  §  4  imposes 
fines  upon  th^  company  and  its  agents  for  any  violation  of  the 
ordinance. 

Of  course,  these  provisions  are  of  themselves  inexplicit;  but 
in  attributing  a  meaning  to  them  the  choice  is  between  a  liberal 
construction  that  preserves  the  substantial  rights  of  both  parties 
and  a  strict  construction,  highly  penal  and  destructive  in  its  effect 
upon  both.     The  subject-matter  was  a  prime  necessity  of  life, 
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for  which  there  was  no  substitute  available.  The  very  aot;  of 
regulating  the  company's  rates  was  a  recognition  that  its  plaoit 
must  continue,  as  before,  to  serve  the  public  needs.  The  fact 
that  no  term  was  specified  is,  under  the  existing  circumstaxio^s, 
as  significant  of  an  intent  that  the  service  should  continue  ^^liile 
the  need  existed  as  of  an  intent  that  it  should  not  be  perp^t;iJial. 
Without  attributing  to  the  initiators  and  to  the  city  couaoil  a 
purpose  to  subject  the  inhabitants  to  grave  danger  of  diseajs^  or 
Yorse,  we  cannot  read  the  enacting  provisions  as  leaving  tha  com- 
pany actually  without  the  right  to  maintain  its  plant  in  tho  city 
thereafter,  for  necessarily  this  would  leave  it  at  liberty  to  dis- 
continue the  service  at  will.  The  alternative,  which  we  adopt, 
is  to  construe  the  ordinance  as  the  grant  of  a  new  franchise  of 
indefinite  duration,  terminable  either  by  the  city  or  by  the 
company  at  such  time  and  under  such  circumstances  as  msLy  be 
consistent  with  the  duty  that  both  owe  to  the  inhabitants  of 
Denver.  It  recognizes  the  dependence  of  the  city  upon  this  jpla-^^r 
by  necessary  implication  confers  upon  the  company  what^^®^ 
privileges  may  be  necessary  to  enable  it  to  continue  serving  the 
public,  in  effect  requires  it  to  furnish  water,  and  in  terms  p^O" 
hibits  it  from  exceeding  the  specified  rates. 

In  this  situation  there  can  be  no  question  of  the  comp^J^^* 
right  to  adequate  compensation  for  the  use  of  its  property    ^™' 
ployed,  and  necessarily  employed,  in  the  public  service ;  noT'   ^^ 
it  be  doubted  that  the  property  must  be  valued  as  property    ^^ 
use.    It  involves  a  practical  contradiction  of  terms  to  say    toat 
property  useful  and  actually  used  in  a  public  service  is  not  to 
estimated  as  having  the  value  of  property  in  use,  but  is   to 
reckoned  with  on  the  basis  of  its  "junk  value."    Nor  is  the   q'^^*' 
tion  of  value  for  present  purposes  greatly  affected,  if  at  al^^      * 
the  fact  that  there  is  neither  right  nor  obligation  to  continix^ 
use  perpetually,  or  for  any  long  period  that  may  be  defia^^ 
advance.    The  reason  is  not  obscure :    The  cost  and  detrimen-t;  t 
property  owner  attributable  to  the  use  of  his  property  h^ 
public,  and  the  value  of  the  service  rendered  by  the  propeT**^ 
the  public,  are  measured  day  by  day,  month  by  month,  ^&^^    , 
year,  and  are  little  influenced  by  the  question  how  lon^ 
service  is  to  continue.     The  cost  of  the  service  includes  tti^^        , 
of  the  plant,  but,  ordinarily,  not  its  destruction,  except  th:C^^ 
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tho  slow  processes  of  wear  and  tear  and  obsolescence,  for  which 
graduated  depreciation  allowances  are  made*  The  whole  calcula- 
tion is  a  matter  of  ineome,  not  capital,  accoonting;  and  the  cost 
and  value  of  the  use  of  a  given  propertfr  for  a  stated  period  is 
the  same  whether  the  use  is  to  be  continued  after  the  expiration 
of  the  period  or  not.  If  the  period  is  extended,  compensation  for 
the  use  is  extended  proportionately. 

[4]  What  we  have  said  establishes  the  propriety  of  estimating 
complainant's  properly  on  the  basis  of  present  market  values  as 
to  land,  and  reproduction  cost,  less  depreciation,  as  to  structures. 
That  this  method  was  fairly  applied  by  the  special  master  hardly 
is  disputed  by  appellants,  except  as  they  contest  the  items  allowed 
for  "going-concern  value"  and  for  the  water  rights  acquired  by 
complainant  and  its  predecessors  by  original  appropriation. 
With  respect  to  the  former  item,  we  adhere  to  what  was  said  in 
Des  Moines  Gas  Co.  v.  Des  Moines,  238  U.  S.  158,  165,  59  L. 
ed.  1244,  1250,  P.U.R1915D,  577,  35  Sup.  Ct  Eep.  811: 
"That  there  is  an  element  of  value  in  an  assembled  and  estab- 
lished plant,  doing  business  and  earning  money,  over  one  not 
thus  advanced,  is  self-evident.  This  element  of  value  is  a  prop- 
erty right,  and  should  be  considered  in  determining  the  value  of 
the  property,  upon  which  the  owner  has  a  right  to  make  a  fair 
return  when  the  same  is  privately  owned,  although  dedicated  to 
public  use." 

As  was  then  observed,  each  case  must  be  controlled  by  its  own 
circumstances.  In  the  present  case,  the  master  expressly  de- 
clared that  his  detailed  valuation  of  the  physical  property  and 
water  rights  included  no  increment  because  the  property  con- 
stituted an  assembled  and  established  plant,  doing  business  and 
earning  money ;  and  a  careful  examination  of  his  very  elaborate 
report  convinces  us  that  this  is  true.  The  amount  allowed  by  him 
on  this  account  is  not  open  to  serious  question  from  the  stand- 
point of  appellants. 

[6]  The  only -remaining  question  of  serious  moment  is  the 
allowance  of  $1,998,117  for  the  value  of  water  rights  acquired 
by  original  appropriation,  as  distinguished  from  acquisitions  by 
purchase. 

The  master  found  that  these  appropriations  were  made  at  times 
when  the  company  or  its  predecessor  held  franchise  contracts 

P.U.R.1918C. 


652  UNITED  STATES  SUPREME  COURT. 

with  the  city  calling  for  a  supply  of  water  to  the  inhabitants; 
that  these  contracts  were  limited  to  short  periods,  while  the  use 
by  private  consumers  was  under  simple  permits  or  licenses  for 
periods  of  six  months,  at  rates  paid  in  advanoe,  and  nnder  ex- 
pressed conditions  that  terminated  their  right  to  use  the  water  on 
violation  of  the  reasonable  rules  of  the  company.  The  parties 
agree  that  such  a  diversion  and  beneficial  use  of  the  unappro- 
priated water  of  a  natural  stream  is  sufficient  to  initiate  and 
perfect  a  right  to  continue  to  use  beneficially  the  volume  of  water 
so  appropriated.  Complainant  contends,  and  the  master  held, 
that  the  ownership  of  the  appropriation  under  such  circumstances 
may  be  fixed  by  contract  between  the  (me  who  diverts  and  the 
one  who  beneficially  applies  the  water  and  that  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  upon  a  proper  application  of  the  rule 
adopted  by  the  supreme  court  of  Colorado  in  Denver  v.  Brown, 
56  Colo.  216,  138  Pac.  44,  the  water  rights  in  question  were 
owned  by  complainant. 

Appellants  contend  that  under  the  Constitution  of  Colorado, 
art.  16,  §  5,  and  under  the  law  as  established  by  repeated  de- 
cisions of  the  supreme  court,  the  right  to  the  use  of  water  is  not 
permitted  to  be  acquired  by  appropriation  from  the  natural 
streams  for  purposes  of  sale  or  rental ;  that  there  is  no  ownership 
of  the  water  or  right  to  the  use  of  it  except  by  those  actually 
Applying  it  to  a  beneficial  use ;  that  not  only  must  application  to 
a  beneficial  use  be  imited  to  diversion  in  order  to  render  the  right 
of  appropriation  complete,  but  that  where  a  carrying  company 
diverts  water  for  the  beneficial  use  of  others  it  acts  as  the  agent 
or  quasi  trustee  of  the  consumers  for  the  protection  of  their 
rights,  and  is  not  itself  the  owner  of  the  rights  of  diversion. 

In  support  of  this  view,  Wheeler  v.  Northern  Colorado  Irrig. 
Co.  10  Colo.  582,  3  Am.  St.  Rep.  603,  17  Pac.  487;  Farmers^ 
High  Line  Canal  &  Reservoir  Co.  v.  Southworth,  13  Colo.  Ill,  4 
L.R.A.  767,  21  Pac.  1028 ;  Combs  v.  Agricultural  Ditch  Go.  17 
Colo.  146,  31  Am.  St  Rep.  275,  28  Pac.  966 ;  Wyatt  v.  Larimer 
&  W.  Irrig.  Co.  18  Colo.  298,  36  Am.  St.  Rep,  280,  33  Pac  144; 
White  V.  Farmers'  Highline  Canal  &  Reservoir  Co.  22  Colo.  191, 
31  L.R A.  828,  43  Pac.  1028 ;  Farmers'  Independent  Ditch  Co. 
V.  Agricultural  Ditch  Co.  22  Colo.  513,  55  Am.  St.  Rep.  149,  45 
Pac.  444 ;  Wright  v.  Platte  Valley  Irrig.  Co.  27  Colo.  322,  61 
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Pac.  603,  and  some  other  cases,  are  eited ;  it  being  inginted  that 
they  establish  the  rule  contended  for,  and  that  their  authority  is 
not  overthrown,  but,  on  the  contrary,  recognized,  by  Denver  v. 
Brown,  56  Colo.  216,  138  Pac.  44.  The  question  is  one  of  great 
consequence,  and  is  not  free  from  difficulty.  It  ought  not  to  be 
passed  up<xi  unless  the  exigencies  of  the  case  require  it. 

[6,  7]  We  find  it  unnecessary  to  determine  it.    As  we  have 
shown,  the  master  found  the  value  of  complainant's  entire  plant, 
including  these  water  rights,  to  be  $13,415,899.     Deducting 
$1,998,117,  the  entire  value  of  the  disputed  ri^ts,  there  remains 
a  valuation  of  $11,417,782.    No  part  of  this  is  seriously  disputed 
except  the  item  for  going-concern  ^value,  upon,  which  we  already 
have  passed.     The  master  found  that  the  net  earnings  of  the 
company  under  the  Ordinance  of  1914  would  be  $488,820.    No 
question  is  made  about  this,  except  some  slight  criticism  of  the 
depreciation  charges  that  enter  into  the  calculation, — a  criticism 
that  we  cannot  sustain.    The  net  return,  therefore,  is  found  to 
be  only  4.2812  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  plant,  excluding  the 
disputed  water  rights;  while  there  is  no  controversy  over  the 
master's  finding  that  the  prevailing  rate  of  interest  for  secured 
loans  on  business  and  residence  properties  in  Denver  is  about  6 
per  cent^  with  higher  rates  for  loans  less  adequately  secured.    As 
was  declared  in  Willcox  v.  Consolidated  Gas  Co.  212  U.  S.  19, 
48,  53  L.  ed*  382,  398,  48  L.RA.(N.SO  1134,  29  Sup.  Ct  Rep. 
192, 15  Ann.  Cas.  1034,  the  question  of  the  rate  of  compensation 
that  may  be  regarded  as  sufficient  depends  greatly  upon  circum- 
stances and  locality.     In  that  case  we  held  (p.  50)  that  com- 
plainant was  entitled  to  6  per  cent  on  the  fair  value  of  its 
property  devoted  to  the  public  use.    We  have  no  hesitation  in 
holding  that  the  return  yielded  by  the  ordinance  now  before  us 
is  dearly  inadequate,  and  amounts  to  a  taking  of  complainant's 
property  without  due  process  of  law,  contrary  to  the  provision  of 
the  14th  Amendment  in  that  regard,  even  excluding  from  con- 
sideration the  disputed  water  rights. 

The  decree  of  the  District  Court  will  be  modified  so  as  to 
overrule,  instead  of  striking  out,  the  exceptions  taken  by  defend- 
ants to  the  master's  report,  and  as  so  modified  it  will  be  affirmed* 
Modified  and  affirmed. 
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Mr.  Justice  Holmes,  dissenting: 

This  is  a  bill  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  an  ordinance  of 
the  city  and  county  of  Denver,  passed  on  March  3,  1914,  fixing 
the  rates  for  water  permitted  to  be  charged  thereafter  to  the 
city  and  its  inhabitants.  After  the  coming  in  of  the  answer  the 
case  was  referred  to  a  special  master,  there  was  an  investigation 
of  the  usual  kind,  a  report,  and  afterwards  a  final  decree  for  the 
water  company,  vitiated  by  the  judge's  assumption  that  he  was 
bound  by  the  master's  findings  of  fact.  But  I  need  not  dwell 
upon  this  mistake,  because  in  my  opinion  the  decision  ought  to 
be  reversed  upon  a  more  important  ground.  In  some  instances 
it  would  be  proper  to  send  back  the  case  for  further  consideration 
(Wilson  Cypress  Co.  v.  Del  Pozo  y  Marcos,  236  U.  S.  635,  657, 
59  L.  ed.  768,  771,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  446;  Brown  v.  Fletcher, 
237  U..S.  583,  69  L.  ed.  1128,  36  Sup.  Ct.  Rep,  750;  Marconi 
Wireless  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Simon  (U.  S.  Adv.  Ops.  1917-18,  p.  365) 
—  U.  S.  — ,  62  L.  ed.  — ,  38  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  276),  but  that  is 
unnecessary  when  there  is  disclosed  a  fundamental  bar  to  the  bill, 
and  I  may  add  that,  if  this  be  the  fact,  no  omission  to  raise  the 
point  in  technical  form  would  induce  this  court  to  enter  a  decree 
contrary  to  the  manifest  equities  of  the  case.    Rule  35. 

The  water  company  occupied  the  streets  of  Denver  with  its 
pipes  under  an  Ordinance  of  April  10,  1890,  and  it  is  not  denied 
that  the  franchise  granted  by  that  ordinance  had  expired.  Den- 
ver V.  Denver  Union  -Water  Co.  229  U.  S.  123,  57  L.  ed.  1101, 
33  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  657.  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  ordinance  com- 
plained of  does  not  grant  a  new  term.  Perhaps  an  instrmnent 
could  be  framed  that  granted  while  it  said  that  it  did  not.  But 
this  ordinance  qualifies  all  that  follows  by  a  preamble  that  recites 
that  the  water  company  is  "without  a  franchise  and  a  mere  ten- 
ant by  sufferance  of  the  streets  of  the  city  and  county  of  Denver," 
and  then,  "without  in  any  manner  recognizing  said  Denver  Union 
Water  Company's  right  to  occupy  the  streets  of  the  city  and  coun- 
ty of  Denver,  or  to  continue  its  service  as  a  water  carrier,  for  the 
purpose  of  regulating  and  reducing  the  charges  made  by  it  during 
the  time  it  shall  further  act  as  a  water  carrier  and  tenant  by 
sufferance  of  said  streets,''  goes  on  to  fix  the  fates.  It  seems  to 
me  plain  that  the  rates  subsequently  established,  even  though 

purporting  to  be  monthly  or  semiannual,  are  established  subject 
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to  the  preliminary  declaration,  and  to  the  chance  of  the  prac- 
tically improbable  earlier  termination  of  the  license  or  tenancy 
at  sufferance.  The  ordinance  does  not  attempt  to  require  the 
company  to  furnish  water,  but  simply  fixes  a  limit  to  its  charges 
while  it  does  furnish  it  as  such  tenant  at  sufferance.  While  the 
service  continues  it  is  charged  with  a  public  interest  and  is  sub- 
ject to  regulation  by  law.  The  question  at  the  bottom  of  the  case 
is,  what  elements,  if  any,  the  company  has  a  constitutional  right 
to  have  taken  into  account  in  determining  whether  the  rates  or- 
dained are  confiscatory ;  and,  more  generally,  whether  it  has  any 
constitutional  rights  at  all  in  the  matter  of  rates. 

We  must  assume  that  the  water  company  may  be  required, 
within  a  reasonable  time,  to  remove  its  pipes  from  the  streets. 
Detroit  United  R.  Co.  v.  Detroit,  229  U.  S.  39,  46,  57  L.  ed. 
1056,  1060,  83  Sup.  Ct.  Kep.  697.  And,  to  illustrate  the  prob- 
lem, it  may  be  asked  how  a  company  in  that  situation  can  assert 
a  constitutional  right  to  a  return  upon  the  value  that  those  pipes 
would  have  if  there  under  a  permanent  right  of  occupation,  as 
against  a  city  that  is  legally  entitled  to  reduce  them  to  their  value 
as  old  iron  by  ordering  them  to  be  removed  at  once.  In  view  of 
that  right  of  the  city,  which,  if  exercised,  would  make  the  com- 
pany's whole  plant  valueless  as  such,  the  question  recurs  whether 
the  fixing  of  any  rate  by  the  city  could  be  said  to  confiscate  prop- 
erty on  the  ground  that  the  return  was  too  low. 

I  understand  that  the  water  company  has  a  right  to  stop  fur- 
nishing water,  corresponding  to  the  right  of  the  city  to  order 
out  the  pipes.  It  is  hard  to  see  how  property  could  be  confiscated 
by  the  establishment  of  almost  any  rate  when  whatever  value  it 
^ould  have  over  above  that  dependent  upon  the  use  of  the  pipes 
would  remain  to  the  company  if  it  stopped  using  them,  and  there- 
fore was  in  the  company's  hands  to  preserve.  The  ordinance  of 
the  city  could  mean  no  more  than  that  the  company  must  accept 
the  city's  rates  or  stop;  and  as  it  could  be  stopped  by  the  city 
out  and  out,  the  general  principle  is  that  it  could  be  stopped 
unless  a  certain  price  should  be  paid.  Ohio  ex  rel.  Lloyd  v. 
DoUison,  194  TJ.  S.  445,  449,  48  L.  ed.  1062,  1066,  24  Sup.  Ct.  ' 
Rep.  703 ;  Ashley  v.  Ryan,  153  TJ.  S.  436,  448,  444,  88  L.  ed. 
773,  777,  778,  4  Inters.  Com.  Rep.  664,  14  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  866. 
See  Denver  v.  New  York  Trust  Co.  229  U.  S.  123,  141,  142,  67 
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L.  ed.  1101,  1123,  1124,  83  Sup.  Ct  Eep.  657.  It  is  true  that 
this  principle  has  not  been  applied  in  cases  where  the  conditicn 
tended  to  bring  about  a  state  of  things  that  there  was  a  pre- 
dominant public  interest  to  prevent,  but  I  see  no  ground  for  the 
application  here  of  anything  to  be  deduced  from  Western  U. 
Teleg.  Co.  v.  Kansas,  216  U.  S.  1,  64  L.  ed.  355,  30  Sup.  Ct. 
Kep.  190;  Pulhnan  Co.  v.  Kansas,  216  U.  S.  56,  54  L.  ed.  378, 
SO  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  232,  or  Motion  Picture  Patents  Co.  v.  Universal 
Fihn  Mfg.  Co.  243  U.  S.  602,  61  L.  ed.  871,  L.R.A.1917E,  1187, 
37  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  416. 

It  may  be  said  that  to  argue  from  such  abstract  rights  is  to 
discuss  the  case  in  vacuo, — ^that  practically  the  company  cannot 
stop  furnishing  water  without  being  ruined,  or  the  city  stop  re- 
ceiving it  without  being  destroyed.  And  no  doubt  this  is  true, 
but  it  also  is  true  and  not  quite  as  tautologous  as  it  seems,  that 
the  law  knows  nothing  but  l^gal  rights.  Something  more  than  the 
strong  probability  that  an  enjoyment  will  continue  must  be  shown 
in  order  to  make  an  otherwise  lawful  uneompensated  interference 
with  it  a  wrong.  See  Re  Brooklyn,  148  K  T.  696,  616,  2fr 
L.R.A.  270,  88  N.  E.  983,  s.  c  166  U.  S.  686,  41  L,  ed.  1165,. 
17  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  718.  Or,  conversely,  if  a  legal  title  is  taken, 
it  must  be  paid  for  in  full,  notwithstanding  a  strong  probability 
that  the  enjoyment  of  the  property  will  continue  long  undisturbed. 
Howe  V.  Weymouth,  148  Mass.  605-607,  20  N.  E.  316.  So, 
here,  the  mutual  dependence  of  the  parties  upon  each  other  in 
fact  does  not  affect  the  consequences  of  their  independence  of 
each  other  in  law.  The  question  before  us  is  not  what  would  be  a 
fair  compensation  as  between  a  necessary  customer  and  a  neces- 
sary seller,  but  simply  whether  the  property  of  the  company  is 
taken  without  due  process  of  law  by  the  city's  fixing  rates  for  a 
service,  while  it  continues,  that  the  company  may  discontinue  at 
will  and  the  city  may  order  tosmorrow  to  stop.  I  am  of  (pinion 
that  it  is  not.  See  Monongahela  Nav.  Co.  v.  United  States,  14& 
TJ.  S.  812,  340,  841,  37  L.  ed.  463,  473,  13  Sup.  Ct  Rep.  622; 
Appelton  Waterworks  Co.  v^  Railroad  Commission,  1.54  Wis. 
121, 136,  137,  47  L.RA.(N.S.)  770, 142  K  W.  476,  Ann.  Cas. 
1915B,  1160.  Whatever  may  be  the  duty  of  the  city  towards  its 
inhabitants,  that  cannot  enlarge  its  obligations  to  the  company 
or  of  the  company  to  it  after  the  franchise  of  the  latter  has  ex- 
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pired,  or  cbange  the  meaning  of  an  ordinance  that,  to  my  mind; 
is  plain  upon  its  face.  I  presume  that  if  it  be  necessary,  the  city 
or  the  legislature  can  take  the  waterworks  by  eminent  domain. 

The  question  is  different  from  that  which  would  arise  upon  a 
franchise  having  but  a  short  time  to  run,  but  still  in  force.  It 
might  be  argued  that  the  short  life  was  a  fact  to  be  considered, 
as,  no  doubt,  it  would  be  in  some  connections.  See  Monongahela 
Nav.  Co.  V.  United  States,  148  U.  S.  312,  344,  37  L.  ed.  463, 
474,  13  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  622 ;  West  Springfield  v.  West  Springfield 
Aqueduct  Co.  167  Mass.  128,  185,  44  N.  E.  1063;  Kennebec 
Water  Dist  v.  Waternlle,  97  Me.  185,  205,  60  L.R.A.  856,  54 
Atl.  6.  Or  it  well  may  be  that  while  a  limited  franchise  is  in 
force,  the  very  fact  that  the  company  has  to  rely  upon  the  returns 
during  the  life  of  the  franchise  to  reimburse  its  outlay  and  give  it 
whatever  profit  it  can  make  entitles  it  to  returns  during  that 
period  unaffected  by  the  approach  of  the  end.  There  is  no  such 
question  here. 

Mr.  Justice  Brandeis  and  Mr.  Justice  Clarke  concur  with 
this  opinion. 

Note. — Reasonableness  of  return. 

1.  In  general,    667, 
II,  Factors  to  he  considered: 

a.  Adequacy  of  eervieCf  6d0. 

b.  Attraction  of  capital^  660 » 

c.  VaVue  of  service,  660, 

d.  Character  of  managementf   660» 

e.  What  the  traffic  uMl  hear,  660. 
III.  Return  of  municipal  plant,  660. 

IV.  Beaeonahlenesa  of  return  as  a  whole,    661» 

I,  In  general. 

In  Dorer,  S.  &  H.  Street  R.  Co.  D-432,  Dec.  20,  1917,  Commis 
sioner  Gunnison,  of  the  New  Hampshire  Commission,  said:  *The 
road  should  have  an  income  sufficient  to  pay  taxes,  operating  ex- 
penses, fixed  charges,  depreciation  of  the  property,  and  a  fair  return 
on  a  fair  value  of  the  property.  A  fair  return  in  this  case  should 
be  at  least  6  per  cent." 

In  Northern  Indiana  &  S.  H.  Teleph.  Teleg.  &  Cable  Go.  (Ind.) 
No.  2773,  March  20,  1918,  it  is  said  that  under  Federal  and  state 
Constitutions,  a  utility  is  entitled  to  a  fair  return  upon  the  reason- 
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able  value  of  its  property  as  used  and  useful  in  rendering  service  to 
the  public;  that  a  compulsatory  rate  denying  it  a  return  would  be 
<;onfiscatory  and  avoidable.    The  public,  said  the  Indiana  Comixij&- 
«ioD,  is  entitled  to  obtain  public  utility  service  at  as  low  a  rate  as 
is  consistent  with  the  just  and  reasonable  requirements  of  the  utili- 
ty's operation,  having  due  regard,  also,  for  the  investors'  rights. 

The  rate  of  return  earned  on  capital  stock  should  not  be  based  on 
the  amount  carried  to  the  credit  of  profit  and  loss  as  a  result  of  the 
year's  operation,  but  on  the  amount  actually  available  for  dividends 
4ifter  all  proper  deductions  from  net  income  have  been  made.  Ke 
Increased  Rates  (N.  J.)  Sept.  10,  1917. 

In  Be  Waverly,  S.  &  A.  Traction  Co.  (2d  Dist.  N.  Y.)  Case  6099, 
Jan.  31,  1918,  Irvine,  Commissioner,  said  that  it  does  not  necessarily 
follow  from  the  fact  that  the  revenues  of  a  utility  are  insuflScient  to 
meet  operating  expenses  in  a  single  year,  that  the  company  is  en- 
titled to  increase  its  rates;  that  before  this  can  be  done  the  en  lire 
operations  of  the  corporation  for  a  series  of  years  should  be  ex- 
amined. In  this  case,  however,  it  was  found  that  the  utility,  *° 
electric  railway  company,  was  entitled  to  increase  its  fares  from  5  to 
'6  cents  in  the  village  of  Waverly. 

The  mere  fact  that  a  company  has  not  paid  dividends  in   seven 
years  does  not  show  that  it  is  entitled  to  an  increase  in  rates^  since 
it  may  have  devoted  its  earnings  to  additions  to  the  plant,  and  there- 
fore have  received  a  substantial  return.    Re  Van  Dyne  Telepli-  C'o. 
(Wis.)  Nov.  28,  1917. 

In  Re  Lakeview-Pine  Creek  Electric  Co.  (Or.)  ir-P-195,  P.  S-  C. 
Ot.  Order  No.  326,  Jan.  17,  1918,  the  applicant  was  denied  authority 
to  increase  telephone  rates  at  Lakeview  on  the  plea  that  its  retnr*^ 
would  be  insufficient  upon  adopting  a  twenty-four  hour  service,  since 
its  present  return  is  excessive,  anJ  it  was  ordered  to  fumisH  the 
twenty-four  hour  service  at  the  existing  rates  and  to  pay  its  operators 
the  amount  required  by  the  orders  of  the  Industrial  Welfare  Com- 
mission. 

Stock  dividends  should  be  based  upon  the  actual  cost  of  the  p^P' 
erty  installed  without  any  allowance  for  intangible  values,  deereaseu 
by  accrued  depreciation.  Be  Toms  River  Electric  Co.  (N.  J.)  ^^' 
2,  1918. 

In  Re  Contra  Costa  Gas  Co.  Decision  No.  5177,  Application  ^^• 

3322,  March  4,  1918,  the  California  Commission  established  a  scksA' 

ule  of  increased  gas  rates  for  the  applicant,  since  it  appeared   '^^^ 

the  revenue  derived  under  the  existing  rates  would  be  insuffioi^^. 

even  meet  the  advance  in  the  operating  expenses  due  to  the  wax  'p'^^ 

for  oil. 
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II.  Factors  to  he  conMLered^ 

a.  Adeq^acy  of  service. 

In  Re  Sumpter  Valley  R.  Co.  Xos.  F-594,  F-605,  October  5, 1917, 
the  Oregon  Commission  said :  "We  have  long  held  that  next  to  safety 
of  operation  service  is  of  prime  importance,  and  where  rate  reduc- 
tions can  only  be  made  at  the  expense  of  the  service  the  Commission 
will  hesitate  to  take  such  action  unless  it  can  be  clearly  shown  that 
tho  curtailed  service,  in  itself,  is  reasonably  adequate  to  care  for  the 
traffic  offered,  or  jthat  the  rates  are  so  unreasonable  or  discriminatory 
as  to  make  their  correction  necessary.  Conversely,  where  the  service 
is  compelled  to  suffer  because  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  rates  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  revenue,  and  increased  rates  will  afford  relief,  the 
Commission  will  not  hesitate  to  authorize  or  name  such  increased 
rates,  unless  such  rates  are  in  excess  of  the  value  of  the  service 
rendered." 

h.  Attraction  of  oapUal. 

In  Re  Sumpter  Valley  R.  Co.  Nos.  F-594,  F-605,  October  5, 1917, 
the  Oregon  Commission  said:  "Manifestly  capital  must  be  assured 
a  fair  rate  of  return  before  it  can  be  induced  to  enter  into  a  public 
service  under  state  regulation  of  profits.  Capital  will  only  seek  en- 
terprises wh^re  the  profit  is  commensurate  with  the  risk  involved. 

"Obviously  the  rate  of  return  required  to  attract  capital  to  any 
utility  cannot  be  determined  with  mathematical  exactness.  Each 
case  must  be  determined  upon  its  own  merits.  We  are  convinced 
from  the  present  record  that  this  company  is  entitled  to  an  increased 
return.'' 

In  Re  Philadelphia  Electric  Co.  Application  Docket  Nos.  1716, 
1717,  1718  (1917)  Feb.  5,  1918,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission  said: 
*'The  Commission  has  not  in  this  instance  or  in  any  other  attempted 
to  guarantee  a  return  npon  money  invested  in  public  utilities,  but 
it  distinctly  recognizes  that  the  charges  of  an  operating  utility  should 
be  so  adjusted  as  to  permit  that  utility  to  secure  from  the  investing 
public  capital  which  is  reasonably  required  to  make  extensions  such 
as  are  demanded  in  this  case.  This  capital  cannot  be  found  upon 
reasonable  terms  except  where  there  is  a  probability  that  the  earn- 
ings of  the  company  will  be  sufficient  to  pay  a  fair  return.^ 


}} 


o.  Valt*e  of  service. 

In  Kansas  City  v.  Kansas  City  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  No.  1353, 
Feb.  11, 1918,  the  Missouri  Commission  held  that  the  right  of  a  pub- 
lic utility  to  demand  a  return  upon  the  value  of  the  property  devoted 

to  public  use  for  the  purpose  of  paying  dividends  to  stockholders  is 
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subject  to  the  limitation  that  the  rates  charged  the  public  for  semce 
must  be  reasonable. 

In  Be  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  U-F-117,  P.  S.  C.  Or. 
Order  No.  264,  Oct.  4, 1917,  in  speaking  of  the  rate-making  value  of 
a  utility,  the  Oregon  Commission  said:  "This  value,  the  Commis- 
sion conceives  to  be  an  expression  in  dollars  of  the  foundation  upon 
which  the  utility's  claim  for  a  return  must  rest,  and,  upon  the  other 
hand,  to  represent  the  amount  upon  which,  provided  it  requires  the 
imposition  of  no  rates  in  and  of  themselves  unreasonable  or  unjust, 
the  ratepayer  should  have  a  reasonable  return.^' 

d.  Character  of  management. 

In  Be  Union  Gaa  &  E.  Co.  (111.)  No.  7434,  Jan.  16,  1918,  allow- 
ing an  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  gas  utility.  Commissioner  Shaw,  de- 
livering the  opinion,  said :  ^'Any  proof  that  is  made  of  excellence  in 
the  operation  of  a  utility  ought  to  entitle  the  operators,  as  veil  as 
the  holders  of  the  securities,  to  a  reward  for  their  meritorious  work." 

In  Leonard  v.  Lewiston,  A.  &  W.  Street  B.  Co.  (Me.)  F.  C.  131, 
Feb.  6,  1918,  an  application  for  permission  to  increase  street  rail- 
way fares,  the  complainants  charged  the  railway  company  witii  lax- 
ness  in  regard  to  preventing  its  employees  from  confiscating  fares, 
and,  it  seemed,  with  reason.  "But  tliis  evidence,''  said  the  Commis- 
sion, "is  too  speculative  for  serious  consideration  in  this  case,  unless 
it  appeared  that  respondent  was  defiantly  persistent  in  such  l&^i^ess. 

e.  WKat  the  traffic  trill  fteor. 

In  Be  Sumpter  Valley  B.  Co.  Nos.  F-594,  F-^05,  October  5,  W17, 
the  Oregon  Commission  said  that,  while  a  railroad  company  might 
be  entitled  to  jbl  proposed  increase  in  rates  from  the  standpoia^  of  its 
earnings,  such  action  might  in  some  instances  so  affect  the  nioye- 
ment  of  certain  commodities,  due  to  the  competitive  and  comxxiercial 
conditions,  as  practically  to  defeat  the  purpose  which  prompts  the 
establishment  of  the  increased  rates.  In  other  words,  to  use  &  f^' 
miliar  phrase,  the  resultant  rate  would  be  "more  than  the  trafiBc  will 
bear.'* 

HI,  Metum  of  municipal  plant. 

In  Be  Electric  &  Water  UtiUties,  May  26,  1917,  the  Oregon  Com- 
mission said :  "A  utility  should  pay  its  operating  expenses  an^  P^^ 
vide  a  return  for  the  capital  invested  in  it.  In  cases  of  this  par*i<^^*^ 
nature,  municipally  owned  and  approximately  fully  bonde^»  ^^ 
rate  of  return  to  be  expected  on  the  utility  investment  may  l>*  ^^' 

sidered  as  practically  equivalent  to  the  interest  rate  on  the  ho^^ 
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IF.  Beammahlenem  of  return  cm  a  u^Ms* 

The  fact  that  a  utility  is  admitted  to  be  one  of  the  most  pros- 
perous ti^ansportation  companies  in  the  country  does  not-  warrant  it 
in  rendering  any  service  at  rates  below  actual  cost,  since  this  loss 
will  of  necessity  be  reflected  in  higher  rates  in  other  traffic.  Ee 
Southern  P.  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4968,  Application  No.  2924, 
Dec.  17,  1917. 

In  Agricultural  Lime  &  Limestone  Asso.  v.  Akron,  C.  &  Y.  B. 
Co.  No.  1115,  Dec.  15,  1917,  the  Ohio  Commission  held  that  a  low 
scale  of  charges  should  not  be  adopted  on  lime  and  limestone  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging  the  use  of  these  commodities  by  the  farmer. 
The  Conunission  said:  "The  Commission  wishes  to  reiterate  the 
principle  enunciated  in  the  Summit  Silica  Sand  Case,  as  reported 
in  the  Commission's  annual  report  for  1914,  at  p.  249,  and  1916,  p. 
38,  to  the  effect  that  the  rate  on  a  commodity  cannot  be  made  de- 
pendent upon  its  use.  This  principle  has  a  special  bearing  on  the 
proposal  to  make  the  rates  on  agricultural  lime  the  same  as  those 
on  agricultural  limestone  prayed  for  in  this  proceeding.  The  record 
shows  that  agricultural  lime  and  building  lime  are  identical ;  the  only 
difference  being  that,  under  the  law,  lime  sold  for  agricultural  pur- 
poses must  conform  to  a  certain  standard  as  to  calcium  content,  etc. 
We  are  asked  to  establish  this  scale  of  rates  on  agricultural  lime  large- 
ly because  of  its  value  as  a  soil  corrective,  the  use  of  which  should  be 
made  wider.  If  this  were  done,  would  it  not,  then,  be  proper  for 
the  manufacturers  and  receivers  of  building  lime  to  ask  that  this 
product  be  also  included  on  account  of  the  necessity  for  its  use  in 
the  construction  of  farm  buildings,  schoolhouses,  etc  ?  It  is  claimed 
that  lime  and  limestone  are  analogous,  but  the  record  shows  that 
lime  is  of  practically  twice  the  value  of  agricultural  limestone,  is 
much  more  susceptible  to  damage,  requiring  greater  care  in  handling, 
and  it  is  not  possible  to  load  cars  to  the  same  weight  as  agricultural 
limestone.  We  can,  therefore,  find  no  reason  for  reducing  the  rates 
on  agricultural  lime  to  the  agricultural  limestono  basis." 

The  rule  that  a  carrier  cannot  claim  the  right  to  earn  a  profit 
from  every  mile,  section,  or  other  part  of  its  road,  is  not  applicable  to 
a  large  division  on  which  the  loss^  are  substantial.  Be  Increased 
Bates  (N.  J.)  Sept.  10,  1917. 

It  is  fair  to  assume  that  the  return  from  intrastate  passenger  traf- 
fic is  unreasonably  low  where  the  return  from  the  whole  passenger 
traflBc,  intrastate  and  interstate,  is  insufiicient.  Be  Increased  Bates 
(N.  J.)  Sept.  10,  1917. 

In  State  ex  rei.  Bailroad  Comrs.  v.  Live  Oak,  P.  &  G.  B.  Co. 
(1917)  — JFla.  — ,  77  So.  223,  the  supreme  court  of  Florida  said: 
*'An  order  of  the  Bailroad  Commissioners  affecting  the  transporta- 
tion of  a  class  of  commodities  in  carload  lots  cannot  be  attacked  by 
segregating  one  item  of  the  commodities  included  in  the  order,  or 
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computing  the  costs  incurred  and  revenue  derived  from  hauling  a 
particular  commodity  a  certain  distance,  and  showing  that  the  par- 
ticular service  is  unprofitable.  The  entire  traffic  in  the  particular 
class  over  the  entire  line  to  which  the  order  applies  must^  be  con- 
sidered in  order  to  determine  whether  the  order  as  made  was  within 
the  power  of  the  Commissioners." 

In  Northwestern  Cooperage  &  L.  Co.  v.  Minneapolis^  St.  P.  &  S. 
Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  D-1048,  March  23,  1917,  the  Michigan  Commission 
said :  "We  do  not  believe  it  can  consistently  be  urged  that  each  and 
every  branch  line  of  any  system  of  railroad  should  be  permitted  to 
enjoy  such  rates  as  will  insure  its  operation  at  a  profit.  In  fact,  we 
believe  it  will  not  be  disputed  that  railroads  often  build  or  acquire 
such  lines  as  feeders  to  its  main  lino,  and  even  purchase  outright,  or 
buy  a  controlling  interest  in,  the  stock  of  other  railroads  whose  opera- 
tions have  not  shown  a  profit,  for  the  express  purpose  of  using  the 
same  as  feeders  to  its  main  line,  believing  that  as  such  an  agency,  in 
the  originating  of  traffic,  they  will  prove  a  good  investment 
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PUGET  SOUND  TRACTION  LIGHT  ft  POWER  COMPANY 

V. 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  et  aL 

[No.  13,861.] 

(—  W-8h.  — ,  170  Pac  1014.) 

Service  —  Street   railway  —  Change   in   route  —  Order  —  Beaeonable' 
nees, 

1.  An  order  of  a  GommiBsion  requiring  a  street  railway  eompanf 
earning  less  than  a  4  per  cent  return,  to  change  the  route  of  a  cr<>^' 
town  line  to  r^^lieve  residents  of  the  district  served  from  the  inconveii- 
ience  of  transferring,  is  unreasonable,  where  the  necessary  track  cbai.?^ 
would  cost  $7,100,  with  at  least  a  $5,000  increase  in  annual  operating 
expenses,  and,  on  account  of  the  extreme  grades  on  the  streets  traversed 
by  the  proposed  route,  tlie  added  service  would  have  a  tendency  to  de- 
crease the  ordinary  margin  of  safety  and  add  to  the  congestion  of  down- 
town lines. 

Service  —  ExtenMons  in  line  of  public  duty  —  M€asona1>lene88  —  ^' 
cuniary  lose  —  Effect. 

2.  The  fact  that  a  utility  will  incur  a  pecuniary  loss  in  carryinfJ  o\i^ 
an  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  it  to  furnich  additional  ^^^^ 
faclities  in  the  line  of  its  public  duty  does  not  per  se  render  the  ord 
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unreasonable,  but  should  be  considered  as  an  important  element  in  de- 
termining its  reasonableness. 

(Bixifi,  Ch.  J.,  and  Holcomb,  Main,  and  Websteb,  J  J.,  dissent.) 

[February  18,  1918.] 

En  banc.  Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  Superior  Court, 
Thurston  County,  John  R.  Mitchell,  Judge,  affirming  an  order 
of  the  Public  Service  Commission  ordering  the  Puget  Sound 
Traction  Light  &  Power  Company  to  change  a  branch  of  its 
line  in  the  city  of  Seattle ;  reversed. 

Appearances:  James  B.  Howe,  Hugh  A.  Tait,  and  Edgar  L. 
Crider,  all  of  Seattle,  for  appellant;  W.  V.  Tanner  and  Hance 
H.  Cleland,  both  of  Olympia,  and  Adair  Rembert,  of  Seattle,  for 
respondents. 

Morris,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
Appeal  from  a  judgment  of  the  superior  court  affirming  an 
order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission,  affecting  the  sei^vice  on 
appellant's  Twenty-third  avenue  line  in  the  city  of  Seattle. 
This  line  is  a  cross-town  line  running  north  and  south  between 
the  Lake  Washington  canal  on  the  north  and  Jackson  street  on 
the  south.  It  crosses  or  intersects  east  and  west  lines  of  the  ap- 
pellant at  Jackson  street,  Yesler  way.  East  Union  street,  East 
Cherry  street,  and  Madison  street.  North  of  Madison  street,  ex- 
tending south  from  the  canal,  is  a  residential  section  known  as 
Interlaken. 

[1]  In  November,  1913,  a  complaint  was  filed  with  the  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  on  behalf  of  the  residents  of  this  dis- 
trict, reciting  that  the  service  furnished  by  the  traction  company 
was  inadequate  and  insufficient  on  its  Twenty-third  avenue  line, 
in  that  a  large  portion  of  the  public  patronizing  this  line  had  no 
occasion  to  go  south  of  Madison  street  save  for  the  purposes  of 
transportation  to  and  from  the  business  section  of  the  city ;  that 
the  shortest  and  most  convenient  route  for  this  traffic  for  the 
residents  of  the  Interlaken  district  is  south  on  the  Twenty-third 
avenue  line  to  Madison  street,  thence  by  transfer  to  the  Madison 
street  line,  along  and  over  which  they  would  be  brought  to  the 
business  section  of  the  city ;  that  this  transfer  involves  delay  and 
inconvenience  which  could  be  eliminated  by  diverting  the 
Twenty-third  avenue  cars  at  Madison  street  and  routing  them 
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from  that  point  west  along  the  Madison  street  line  into  the  city, 
thus  giving  a  direct  service  instead  of  a  transfer  service.  Cita- 
tion was  issued  to  the  traction  company,  which  appeared.  A 
hearing  was  had,  and  on  November  11,  1914,  the  Commission 
entered  its  order,  finding  that  the  service  on  the  Twenty-third 
avenue  line,  as  then  provided  by  transfer  at  Madison  street,  was 
adequate  and  sufficient,  and  enabled  the  complainants  to  reach 
the  business  section  of  the  city  without  undue  delay  or  material 
inconvenience,  and,  so  finding,  dismissed  the  complaint.  In  Feb- 
ruary, 1915,  the  Commission  vacated  the  order  of  November  11, 
1914,  and  granted  a  rehearing,  and  on  December  27,  1915,  the 
Commission  entered  the  following  order:  "It  is  ordered  that 
the  respondent  company,  within  sixty  days  after  the  date  of  the 
service  of  this  order,  route  the  cars  on  Twenty-third  avenue 
north,  between  the  hours  of  7  and  9  in  the  morning  and  5  and  7 
in  the  evening,  down  Madison  street  to  the  business  section  of  the 
city,  .said  cars  to  be  operated  at  the  same  intervals  as  now  ope^ 
ated  by  the  Twenty-third  avenue  line  north  of  Madison  street; 
that  respondent  company  operate  between  Madison  street  and 
Jackson  street,  during  said  period  of  time,  a  shuttle  service." 

This  is  the  order  complained  of.  The  finding  upon  which  this 
order  is  based  recites  as  the  only  inadequacy  of  service  found  by 
the  Commission  the  wait  incidental  to  the  transfer  at  Madison 
street.  !N'o  finding  is  made  that  the  company  did  not  operate  a 
sufficient  number  of  cars  on  the  Twenty-third  avenue  line  to 
take  care  of  the  traffic,  or  that  the  service  was  inadequate  in  any 
respect  other  than  in  the  transfer  at  Madison  street-  The  only 
question  we  have  to  determine  is  the  reasonableness  of  this  order. 

In  opposition  to  the  making  of  this  order  it  is  shown  on  behalf 
of  the  traction  company  that  it  will  necessitate  an  expense  of 
$7,100  to  make  the  necessary  track  changes  at  Madison  street 
The  complainants  say  this  figure  is  excessive.  (This  record  was 
made  in  January,  1914).  It  is  also  shown  that  it  will  necessi- 
tate an  additional  operating  expense  of  from  $5,000  a  year,  ad- 
mitted by  the  complainants,  to  $19,000  a  year  claimed  by  the 
traction  company.  It  is  also  shown  that  the  grades  on  Madison 
street  over  which  the  rerouted  Twenty-third  avenue  cars  would 
pass  in  complying  with  this  order  are,  between  certain  streets, 
such  that  cars  must  have  a  required  clearance  to  insure  safety  of 
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operation ;  that  thiB  condition  would  become  more  aggravated 
with  the  increased  service  on  Madison  street  as  the  districts  now 
served  by  the  lines  operated  upon  that  street  become  more  densely 
populated,  and  that  adding  an  additional  service  route  would  be 
unwise  from  the  standpoint  of  safety.  The  effect  would  also  be 
to  disturb  and  slow  up  an  already  congested  down-town  condi- 
tion, thus  detrimentally  affecting  service  on  other  lines. 

The  Twenty-third  avenue  line  is  operated  at  a  loss,  the  cost 
being  15  cents  per  car  mile  and  the  revenue  11  cents  per  car 
mile.  The  entire  street  car  system  of  appellants  during  the 
years  1913  and  1914  earned  a  net  return  of  less  than  4  per  cent. 
It  is  contended  by  appellants  that  the  showing  for  the  subsequent 
years  is  approximately  2f  per  cent  ,  Whether  or  not  these  are 
the  true  figures,  it  is  probably  less  than  the  4  per  cent  of  the 
prior  years. 

Viewing  these  facts,  it  seems  to  us  that  the  order  complained 
of  is  unreasonable.  The  only  reason  given  is  the  inconvenience 
of  the  patrons  of  the  Twenty-third  avenue  line  north  of  Madi- 
son street.  Residents  of  outlying  districts  of  large  cities  must 
anticipate  some  inconvenience  in  reaching  the  business  section  of 
the  city.  Every  cross-town  line  cannot  be  made  a  trunk  line  giv- 
ing direct  and  quick  service.  Eesidents  of  such  cities  are  likely 
to  encounter  some  inconvenience  in  traveling  from  one  portion  of 
the  city  to  another,  and  the  mere  change  of  cars  at  some  transfer 
point  is  not  such  an  inconvenience  as  will  necessitate  a  change 
of  operative  conditions  under  the  circumstances  here  shown. 

A  similar  case  is  that  of  Heidegger  v.  Metropolitan  Street  R. 
Co.  142  Mo.  App.  335,  126  S.  W.  990,  where  the  street  car  com- 
pany sought  to  change  its  service  in  a  given  locality  from  a  con- 
tinuous one-line  service  to  a  service  requiring  a  change  of  cars. 
The  change  was  objected  to  upon  the  same  grounds  as  here  urged. 
The  court  sustained  the  right  to  make  the  change  on  the  ground 
that  the  inconvenience  to  the  traveling  public  was  of  itself  in- 
sufficient to  defeat  the  proposed  change. 

In  McGilvra  v.  Seattle  Electric  Co.  61  Wash.  38,  111  Pac. 
896,  Ann.  Cas.  1912B,  1020,  the  principle  here  involved,  so 
far  as  it  affects  the  right  of  a  street  car  company  to  establish 
transfers,  was  before  the  court.  It  was  there  held  that  such 
rights  exist,  though  it  might  cause  some  inconvenience  to  the 
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traveling  public,  quoting  from  the  Heid^ger  Case  with  approval, 
and  citing  People  ex  rel.  Linton  v.  Brooklyn  Heights  E.  Co.  69 
App.  Div.  549,  75  N.  Y.  Supp.  202.  From  one  aspect  of  the 
case  it  would  seem  that  the  McGilvra  Case  and  the  principle  upon 
which  it  rests  are  controlling  as  against  the  reasonableness  of  this 
order.  Considering  the  case,  however,  in  all  its  phases,  and  hav- 
ing regard  to  the  power  delegated  to  the  Public  Service  Cominia- 
sion,  the  unreasonableness  of  the  order  is  apparent. 

In  considering  the  reasonableness  of  an  order  of  the  Public 
Service  Commission  directing  an  additional  service  on  the  part 
of  a  public  service  corporation,  consideration  must  be  given  both 
to  the  carrier  and  the  public.  The  carrier  is  entitled  to  a  reason- 
able compensation  for  the  service ;  the  public  is  entitled  to  a  serv- 
ice that  will,  within  reasonable  limits,  meet  its  needs,  subject  on 
the  part  of  the  carrier  to  the  qualification  that,  having  devoted 
its  property  to  a  public  use,  it  must  accept  all  reasonable  condi- 
tions of  such  use,  and,  to  a  certain  extent^  subordinate  its  inter- 
ests to  that  of  the  public  it  serves.  Puget  Sound  Electaric  R.  Co. 
V.  Kailroad  Commission,  65  Wash.  76,  117  Pac.  739,  Ann.  Ca& 
1913B,  763.  The  rights  of  the  carrier  are  at  all  times  subject 
to  the  power  of  the  state  to  prescribe  rules  and  r^ulations  the 
effect  of  which  will  bring  a  fair  remuneration  to  the  carrier  for 
the  required  service  and  secure  substantial  service  to  the  public 
in  like  cases.  "But,  broad  as  is  the  power  of  regulation,  the 
state  does  not  enjoy  the  freedom  of  an  owner.  The  fact  that  the 
property  is  devoted  to  a  public  use  on  certain  terms  does  not  justi- 
fy the  requirement  that  it  shall  be  devoted  to  other  public  pur 
poses,  or  to  the  same  use  on  other  terms,  or  the  imposition  of 
restrictions  that  are  not  reasonably  concerned  with  the  proper 
conduct  of  the  business  according  to  the  undertaking  which  the 
carrier  has  expressly  or  impliedly  assumed.  .  .  .  The  pub- 
lic interest  cannot  be  invoked  as  a  justification  for  demands  which 
pass  the  limits  of  reasonable  protection  and  seek  to  impose  upon 
the  carrier  and  its  property  burdens  that  are  not  incident  to  its 
engagement."  Northern  P.  E.  Co.  v.  North  Dakota,  236  TJ.  S. 
585,  59  L.  ed.  735,  L.R.A.1917F,  1148,  P.U.R.1915C,  277,  35 
Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  429,  Ann.  Cas.  1916A,  1. 

[2]  There  is  a  broad  distinction  between  a  service  that  is  re- 
quired to  meet  the  needs  of  the  public  or  of  a  given  community 
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and  requiring  a  service  to  satisfy  the  convenience  of  a  com- 
munity. In  the  first  instance,  the  carrier,  by  reason  of  its  public 
character  and  the  rights  it  derives  from  the  public,  must  subject 
itself  to  all  reasonable  necessities  of  public  service,  and  for  this 
purpose  must  subordinate  its  interests  to  the  necessities  of  the 
public.  In  the  second  instance,  the  carrier  cannot  be  required  to 
satisfy  the  convenience  of  the  public  at  any  considerable  loss  to 
itself,  especially  when,  as  here,  the  service  rendered  is  inadequate 
for  the  needs  of  the  situation,  but  in  some  respects  is  not  as  con- 
venient as  it  might  be.  While  the  mere  incurring  of  a  pecuniary 
loss. in  carrying  out  an  order  to  furnish  certain  facilities  in  the 
line  of  the  carrier's  duty  does  not  of  itself  give  rise  to  the  con- 
clusion of  unreasonableness,  the  fact,  however,  that  the  furnish- 
ing of  the  required  facilities  will  "occasion  an  incidental  pecu- 
niary loss  is  an  imiK)rtant  criteria  to  be  taken  into  view  in  deter- 
mining the  reasonableness  of  the  order.  ...  As  the  duty 
to  furnish  necessary  facilities  is  coterminous  with  the  powers  of 
the  corporation,  the  obligation  to  discharge  that  duty  must  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  nature  and  productiveness  of  the 
corporate  business  as  a  whole,  the  character  of  the  services  re- 
quired and  the  public  need  for  its  performance."  Atlantic  Coast 
Line  E.  Co.  v.  North  Carolina  Corp.  Commission,  206  U.  S.  1, 
51  L.  ed.  933,  27  Sup.  Ct.  Rep.  585,  11  Ann.  Cas.  398. 

These  observations  lead  us  to  the  conclusion  that  the  order 
complained  of  is,  under  all  the.  affecting  circumstances,  unreason- 
able. 

The  judgment  sustaining  the  same  is  reversed. 

Mount,  Parker,  Chadwick,  aud  FuUerton,  JJ.,  concur.  Hol- 
comb,  J.,  dissents. 

Webster,  J.,  dissenting: 

The  superior  facilities  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  for 
determining  matters  of  this  character  should  entitle  its  orders  to 
great  weight,  and  the  courts  should  not  overturn  them  except  in 
clear  cases.  In  my  judgment  the  evidence  does  not  warrant  the 
conclusion  that  the  order  in  question  is  unreasonable.  I  therefore 
dissent. 

Ellis,  Ch.  J.,  and  Main,  J.,  concur  with  Webster,  J. 
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BE  TROY  &  HONEY  CREEK  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[U-1160.] 

Itetum  —  Repairs  and  repiacetnenis  —  Charging  —  I*roper  mootmd, 
1.  The  amount  included  in  a  utility's  operating  expense  for  de- 
preciation should  be  credited  to  the  depreciation  reserve,  and  charges 
for  replacements  should  be  debited  to  this  account,  instead  of  operatiBg 


BehMrn  —  Telephones  —  StOary  of  manager  —  JMfe  •/  twaiiKSS  as  els- 
mettl  in  fixing. 

2.  The  risk  in  the  enterprise  cannot  be  considered  as  an  elenent  to 
be  compensated  for  by  the  salary  of  the  manager-owner  of  a  telephone 
company. 

Befum  —  TeHephanes  —  SiMMary  of  manager  —  Amoymt, 

3.  A  salary  of  $1,200  per  year  to  a  full*time  manager  of  a  nml 
telephone  utility  producing  a  gross  revenue  of  not  to  exceed  |3,500  per 
year  was  reduced  to  $1,000,  in  estimating  operating  expenses. 

Reium  —  Telephones  —  Reasonableness, 

4.  A  telephone  company  having  a  plant  valuation  of  about  $8,000 
was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates,  where  it  showed  a  gross  operating 
deficit  of  $107  for  the  preceding  year,  and  its  revenues  will  not  be  in- 
creased to  exceed  $426  under  the  new  schedule. 

Rates  —  Telephones  —  Toll  —  Amount, 

6.  A  rate  not  in  exoess  of  10  cents  per  message  is  sufficient  for  tde- 
phone  toll  service,  where  practically  all  of  the  exchanges  to  which  the 
rate  would  be  applicable  are  located  within  a  radius  of  16  miles  of  the 
central  office  of  the  charging  utility. 

JHscrimination  —  Rates  —  Telephones  —  Toil  —  Subscribers  and  fion- 
subscrihers, 

6.  There  should  be  no  discrimination  in  telephone  toll  rates  as  be- 
tween subscribers  and  nonsubscribers. 

[January  11,  1018.] 

Application  by  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company 
for  authority  to  increase  rates  at  Witwen;  granted  in  modified 
form. 

By  the  Commission :  Applicant  in  this  case  owns  and  ope^ 
ates  a  small  telephone  exchange  at  Witwen,  Sauk  county,  Wis- 
consin. Unlimited  service  from  6 :00  a.  m.  to  9 :30  p.  ic.,  tc^ther 
with  emergency  night  service,  is  provided  over  grounded  lin» 
with  a  magneto  switchboard  to  a  total  of  229  subscribers,  all  of 
which  are  classed  as  rural* 
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The  principal  rates  being  paid  at  present  are: 

Rural  Bu8ine80 — 

2  subscribers — silent  ringing  $16.00  per  jear 

7  subscribers— ordinary  ringing   16JQ0  per  year 

Rural  Residence — 

14  subscribers — silent  ringing  $14.50  per  year 

206  subscribers— ordinary  ringing   13.50  per  year 

Being  an  inland  exchange^  applicant  has  made  arrangements 
whereby,  for  the  above  rates,  free  service  may  be  had  with  two  of 
five  neighboring  exchanges.  One  of  these  two  neighboring  ex- 
changes shall  be  the  Twin  Cities  Telephone  Company  of  Prairie 
du  Sac  and  Sauk  City.  The  other  exchange  may  be  selected  by 
the  subscriber  from  the  telephone  exchanges  located  at  Logan- 
viUe,  Lodi,  Plain,  and  Mazomanie. 

Other  rates  now  applicable  are: 

Nonsubecriber  toll  on  local  lines 10  cents 

Nonsubscriber  toll  on  lines  through  another  exchange 15  cents 

Subscribers'  toU  to  neighboring  exchanges,  other  iSxa  the  two  to 

which  free  service  is  given  10  cents 

Long-distance  service  is  furnished  via  the  Twin  City  Telepiione 

Company  without  additional  local  charges  on  originating  calls. 

Applicant  alleges  that  the  above  rates  are  too  low  to  provide 
sofficient  revenues  to  cover  the  costs  properly  chargeable  to  the 
services  rendered.  In  order  that  the  operating  revenues  may  be 
made  sufficient,  authority  is  asked  to  make  four  amendments  to 
the  present  schedule.    These  amendments  are : 

1.  To  increase  each  of  the  principal  rates  now  in  force  by 
$1.50  per  subscriber  per  year. 

2.  To  increase  the  subscribers'  toll  on  messages  to  neighboring 
exchanges,  other  than  the  two  to  which  free  service  is  given,  from 
10  cents  to  15  cents. 

3.  To  make  a  local  charge  of  10  cents  per  originating  long 
distance  call. 

4.  To  establish  a  charge  of  $1  for  moving  telephone  instru- 
ments when  no  outdoor  work  is  involved. 

Hearing  in  this  matter  was  held  October  11,  1917.  Elias 
"Witwen,  president  and  manager,  and  W.  A.  Sprecher,  vice  presi- 
dent, of  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company  appeared 
on  its  behalf.    There  were  no  appearances  in  opposition. 

Applicant  has  twenty^even  grounded  lines,  embraeing  100 
miles  of  pole  lead,  206  miles  of  wire,  and  150  feet  of  cable,  be- 
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sides  a  60-drop  capacity  magneto  switchboard  and  the  usual  sub- 
station equipment.  This  property  it  values  at  a  cost  new  of  $12,- 
768  and  a  cost  new  less  depreciation  of  $8,470. 

It  was  brought  out  at  the  hearing  that  the  annual  report  of  the 
Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company  to  the  Commission  for 
the  year  ending  December  81,  1916,  was  incorrect  in  that  it 
failed  to  include  many  expenses  which  were  actually  incurred  by 
the  applicant  during  the  year,  and  also  in  that  certain  expenses 
for  new  construction  were  charged  to  the  operating  account,  in- 
stead of  to  the  capital  account. 

Subsequent  to  the  hearing,  therefore,  applicant  s^egated  the 
expenses  apportionable  to  new  construction  as  best  it  could  by 
means  of  invoices  for  materials  purchased  and  such  other  data 
as  were  available,  and  then  compiled  the  following  revised  income 
account,  including  therein  all  those  operating  expenses  which  it 
had  erroneously  omitted  in  its  annual  report  as  first  submitted  to 
the  Commission. 

INCOME  ACCOUNT— 1916. 
Troy  ft  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company. 

Operating  Revenues. 

Subscriber  telephone  eaminge $3,107.50 

Nonsubscriber  telephone  earnings  25-25 

Earnings  from  toll   41.15 

Total  operating  revenues   $3,173.90 

Operating  Expenses. 

Central  office  and  customers'  premises  expense  $1,339.32 

Wire  plant  expense   « 655.59 

General    expense    349.76 

Undistributed  expense   124.26 

Expense  connected  with  automobile  and  horse  used  in  the  business  183.01 

Replacements    87.25 

Depreciation    7  60 .00 

Taxes    15.69 

Total  operating  expenses $3,504.88 

Gross   deficit    380.98 

Deductions  for  interest  243.10 

Net  deficit    $574.08 

The  foregoing  income  account  contains  a  few  discrepancies. 
The  amount  allowed  for  taxes  is  too  low.  Telephone  companies 
in  Wisconsin  whose  annual  earnings  are  not  in  exoess  of  $100,- 
000  are  subject  to  a  tax  of  2^  per  cent  of  their  total  earnings. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


R£  TROT  4  H.  C.  TELEPH.  CO.  671 

Upon  this  basis  applicant's  taxes  for  1916  would  be  $79.35,  in- 
stead of  $15.69. 

[1]  The  charge  of  $87.25  for  replacements  should  be  debited 
to  the  depreciation  reserve,  instead  of  to  the  operating  expenses. 
We  note  that  applicant  includes  in  its  operating  expenses  $750 
for  depreciation.  This  amount  is,  when  properly  handled,  cred- 
ited to  the  depreciation  reserve.  The  net  result  of  the  two  trans- 
actions is  that  when  the  depreciation  reserve  accoimt  is  closed  it 
will  show  a  credit  balance  for  the  year  of  $662.75. 

[2,  3]  The  data  at  hand  shows  that  a  charge  of  $1,200  has 
been  made  for  manager's  salary.  The  manager,  who  is  also  chief 
owner  of  the  utility  here  concerned,  states  that  the  time  devoted 
by  him  to  the  business,  coupled  with  his  risk  in  the  enterprise, 
should  entitle  him  to  this  salary.  We  cannot  consider  the  risk 
as  an  element  to  be  compensated  for  by  the  manager's  salary. 
Applicant's  risk  in  the  business  is  supposed  to  be  compensated 
for  by  the  interest  which  he  is  allowed  to  earn  upon  his  invest- 
ment It  is  in  recognition  of  this  risk  that  the  Commission  al- 
lows the  rate  of  retom  to  telephone  utilities  to  be  as  high  as  8 
per  cent.  Considering  the  size  of  applicant's  utility,  we  believe 
that  $1,000  would  be  a  liberal  amount  to  allow  for  manager's 
salary. 

[4]  When  the  revisions  above  pointed  out  have  been  made  in 
the  income  account  for  1916,  there  results  a  total  expense,  exclu- 
tive  of  interest  upon  investment,  of  $3,281.29.  With  total  oper- 
ating revenues  of  $8,173.90  such  as  the  applicant  had  in  1916,  it 
follows  that  the  year's  operations  show  a  gross  operating  deficit 
of  $107.39.  This  condition  leaves  no  money  available  for  inter- 
est, and  indicates  quite  clearly  that  applicant  is  entitled  to  a 
substantial  increase  in  its  present  rates. 

Were  all  amendments  proposed  by  applicant  authorized,  it  is 
not  likely  that  the  revenues  would  be  increased  by  much  over 
$425.  Of  this  amount  $344  would  result  from  amendment  ]^o. 
1,  which  seeks  to  increase  the  principal  rates  to  all  subscribers  by 
$1.50  per  telephone  per  year.  With  a  financial  condition  such  as 
the  applicant  appears  to  have,  there  can  be  no  question  as  to  the 
reasonableness  of  allowing  the  applicant  to  earn,  in  addition  to 
its  presait  earnings,  an  amoimt  such  as  may  be  expected  to  result 
from  the  proposed  changes  in  the  present  rate  schedule. 
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We  believe  the  increases  in  the  principal  rates  and  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  dollar  charge  for  moving  telephone  instruments 
-when  no  outdoor  work  is  involved  are  reasonable  and  may  be  al- 
lowed on  the  basis  of  applicant's  need  for  revenue.  There  are, 
however,  special  considerations  attached  to  amendm^its  two  and 
three. 

[5]  The  proposed  rate  of  15  cents  per  message  to  be  applied 
to  subscribers  when  talking  with  any  of  the  neighboring  ex- 
changes; other  than  the  Twin  Cities  and  the  other  exchange  with 
which  the  subscriber  may  have  elected  to  have  free  service,  by 
virtue  of  the  privilege  extended  to  them  under  the  terms  of  the 
principal  rate,  is  questionable.  Practically  all  of  tJie  neighboring 
exchanges  to  which  this  rate  would  be  applicable  are  located 
within  a  radius  of  16  miles  of  applicant's  oentral  office.  We  be- 
lieve a  toll  rate  not  in  excess  of  10  cents  is  sufficient  for  sndi  toll 
service. 

Moreover,  a  refusal  to  grant  this  rate  wiU  not  seriously  impair 
applicant's  revenues.  Applicant  has  submitted  a  record  of  its 
local  toll  calls  for  the  twelve  months  of  1916  and  the  first  nine 
months  of  1917,  and  we  find  that,  even  if  the  increase  from  10 
cents  to  15  cents  per  message  were  to  be  granted,  the  increase  in 
revenues  which  might  be  derived  from  this  source  will  be  only 
from  $10  to  $20. 

[6]  Applicant  states  in  the  testimony  tiiat  15  cents  per  mes- 
sage is  now  charged  to  nonsubscribers,  and  that  a  simitar  charge 
should  be  fair  to  subscribers.  We  agree  with  the  applicant  that 
there  should  be  no  discrimination  in  the  toll  rates  as  between  sub- 
scribers and  nonsubscribers,  but  we  would  remove  the  discrimina- 
tion by  reducing  the  toll  rate  now  applicable  to  nonsubscribers 
from  15  cents  to  10  cents  per  message,  rather  than  grant  the 
amendment  which  the  company  proposes. 

We  are  of  the  opinion  that  applicant  has  just  cause  to  seek 
some  remuneration  for  its  services  connected  with  the  long-dis- 
tance business.  At  present  the  company  collects  all  bills,  and 
for  this  work,  as  well  as  the  operators'  time  and  use  of  its  equip- 
ment, it  receives  no  revenues  from  the  long-distance  calls. 

At  the  present  time  the  Twin  Cities  Telephone  Company, 
through  whom  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company 
routes  its  long-distance  calls,  retains  the  entire  15  per  cent  eom- 
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mission  on  originating  calls  allowed  by  the  Bell  Company^  and 
in  addition  charges  a  10-cent  toll  on  all  long-distance  messages 
terminating  with  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company. 

In  order  to  secure  some  compensation  for  its  services  ocmnected 
with  long-distance  calls,  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Com- 
pany proposes  to  charge  10  cents  on  all  originating  calls^  and  to 
retain  such  revenues  as  might  acorue  under  this  charge  for  its 
^compensation. 

We  do  not  believe  this  arrangement  will  be  entirely  just  to  the 
Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company.  In  our  opinion,  the 
•entire  revenues  received  from  long-distance  service,  including  the 
<x>mmission  received  from  the  Bell  Company,  as  well  as  such  sums 
as  might  accrue  from  a  10-cent  charge  on  all  messages  to  and 
from  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Company  should  be 
•divided  upon  some  equitable  basis  between  the  Twin  Cities  Tele- 
phone Company  and  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek  Telephone  Com- 
pany. 

A  still  better  arrangement  would  probably  be  to  have  toll  rates 
<}uoted  on  a  joint-rate  basis  between  the  Troy  &  Honey  Creek 
Company's  Exchange  and  points  reached  by  Wisconsin  Telephone 
Company  lines.  This  would  do  away  with  the  necessity  of  adding 
a  local  toll  rate  to  the  regularly  filed  toll  rates  of  the  Wisconsin 
Telephone  Company,  although  the  actual  net  toll  rates  might  not, 
<m  the  average,  be  any  less  than  at  present.  The  matter,  however, 
is  not  now  before  the  Commission  in  such  form  that  action  to  fix 
joint  rates  can  be  taken.  It  is  recommended,  however,  that  the 
Applicant  make  every  effort  to  agree  upon  a  schedule  of  joint  toll 
rates,  and  have  such  rates  filed  in  lieu  of  the  charges  now  made 
for  toll  service. 

Since  the  Twin  Cities  Telephone  Company  was  not  made  a 
party  to  the  hearing  in  this  case,  it  will  be  legally  impossible  to 
make  any  ruling  affecting  the  revenues  of  that  company  in  this 
decision.  The  Commission  has  but  two  courses  of  action  open  at 
this  time.  One  is  to  postpone  any  action  upon  the  amendment 
designed  to  remunerate  the  applicant  for  its  services  in  providing 
long-distance  telephone  service  until  a  further  hearing  in  which 
the  Twin  Cities  Telephone  Company  may  be  made  a  party  can 
he  held.  The  other  is  to  grant  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
applicant  as  a  matter  of  temporary  expediency.    The  latter  course 
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will  not  in  any  maimer  prevent  either  of  the  companies  concerned 
from  initiating  such  action  as  we  have  outlined,  in  order  to  secure 
an  equitable  division  of  the  earnings  from  long-distance  service  in 
the  future.  Under  these  circumstances,  we  believe  it  advisable 
to  accept  this  amendment. 

It  is  therefore  ordered :  That  the  applicant,  the  Troy  &  Honey 
Creek  Telephone  Company,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  is,  author- 
ized to  put  in  effect  the  following  rates : 

Prinoipdl  RateB. 
Rural  BuaiBess-^ 

Silent  ringing,  per  subscriber  $17.50  per  year 

Straight  ringing,  per  subscriber  16.50  per  year 

Rural  Residence — 

Silent  ringing,  per  subscriber  $16.00  per  year 

Straight  ringing,  per  subscriber 15.00  per  year 

MUcella/neous  Rates  and  Charges. 

Nonsubscriber  toll  on  local  lines  10  cents  per  call 

Subscriber  and  nonsubscriber  toll  to  the  neighboring  tele- 
phone exchanges  at  Twin  Cities,  Plain,  Loganville,  Mazo- 

manie,  and  Lodi    10  cents  per  call 

With  this  exception  applicable  to  subscribers : 
For  service  to  the  Twin  Cities  Exchange  and  one  of  the 
other  exchanges,  as  provided  for  under  the  prineipal 
rates,  service  shall  be  free. 

Local  charge  on  all  long-distance  originating  calls 

10  cents  per  completed  call 
For  moving  telephone  instruments  where  no  outdoor  work 
is  involved  $1.00 

RvXes  for  Applying  Bates. 

The  principal  rates  shall  be  paid  quarterly.  They  shall  entitle 
the  subscribers,  in  addition  to  local  service,  to  free  service  with 
the  Twin  Cities  Telephone  Exchange  and  with  one  of  the  ex- 
changes located  at  Plain,  Loganville,  Mazomanie,  and  Lodi.  The 
subscriber  must  elect  annually  in  advance  the  exchange  with 
which  he  desires  the  free  service. 

The  charge  of  10  cents  to  nonsubscribers  shall  entitle  them  to 
either  of  the  following: 

1.  To  make  a  call  on  the  local  lines. 

2.  To  make  a  call  to  any  of  the  exchanges  located  at  Twin 
Oities,  Plain,  Loganville,  Mazomanie,  or  Lodi. 

3.  To  originate  a  longdistance  call. 

Dated  at  Madison,  Wisconsin,  this  11th  day  of  January,  1918. 
Railroad  ConMuission  of  Wisconsin,  Henry  R.  Trumbower, 
Carl  D.  Jackson,  and  John  S.  Allen,  Commissioners. 
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NEW  TORK  PUBIilO  BEKVICK  COMMISSION,  8DCOND  DISTRICT. 

BE  LOCKPOBT  LIGHT,  HEAT,  &  POWEE  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  4335.] 

Comtnisaton  —  LegialaHve    investigation  —  Effect    on    CommisMon 
action. 

1.  A  d«teniiiiiation  of  the  New  York  Cominisaioiiy  Second  Distriet^ 
has  neyer  been  and  will  never  be  influenoed  in  any  particular  case  or  in 
any  branch  of  its  work  by  a  legislative  committee  or  any  of  its  mem- 
bers. 

Valuation  <—  Jhroperty  in  uee  —  Authorized  plant  i—  JBmergeney. 

2.  A  dty  cannot  successfully  urge  that  a  consolidated  electric  com- 
pany is  not  entitled  to  a  return  upon  a  steam  plant  on  the  theory  that  it 
is  an  unnecessary  duplication  of  facilitiesi  where  the  city  granted  the 
franchise  for  the  steam  plant  for  the  purpose  of  competition;  nor  can 
a  steam-reserve  plant  be  imnecessary  even  to  a  company  distributing 
electricity  generated  at  Niagara  Falls. 

Metum  —  Operating  expenees  —  Purchase  of  electricity  mm  Interoor^ 
porate  relatione. 

8.  The  consumers  of  an  electric  company  should  not  be  burdened 
with  the  additional  cost  of  energy  due  to  the  fact  it  is  purchased  in- 
directly through  a  third  company  whose  stock  is  held  by  individuals  who 
exercise  a  great,  if  not  controlling,  influence  over  the  action  of  the  dis- 
tributing company;  it  appearing  that  the  latter  company  had  a  contract 
with  the  producing  company  for  a  lower  rate,  which  is  abandoned  in 
favor  of  the  contract  with  the  third  company. 

Apporiionnieni  —  Electricity  —  Steam  heating, 

4.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  ot  electric  rates  the  value  of 
a  steam  plant  was  apportioned  equally  between  the  electric  and  steam 
heating  departments  of  the  utility  where  It  appeared  that  the  steam- 
heating  business  antedated  the  electric  service,  and  was  not  therefore 
a  mere  by-product. 

Valsitstion  —  Overhead  —  Blanket  dUoufonce. 

5.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  of  the  labor  and  material  costs  of 
an  electric  plant  was  made  for  overheads  in  a  valuation  for  rate 
making. 

Valuation  —  Overhead  estpeneee  ^^  QiueMon  of  fact, 

6.  The  question  whether  overhead  expenses  should  be  allowed  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  nutking  is  neither  moral  nor  legal,  but  merely  one 
of  fact,  since  such  expenses  are  actual  and  reaL 

Witness  —  Discrediting  own  evidence* 

7.  A  city  was  held  bound  by  the  evidence  of  its  own  engineer  as  to 
overhead  expenses  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making. 

Valuation  —  Qoing  value  —  Purchased  propertiee, 

8.  An  allowance  for  development  cost  based  upon  deficiency  of  re- 
turn, in  the  case  of  a  corporation  which  has  acquired  its  property  by 
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purchase  from  other  oorporations,  should  be  limited  to  losses  from  oper- 
ation after  the  sale,  since  the  intangible  represented  hj  losses  prior 
thereto  must  be  deemed  included  in  the  purchase  price. 

Return  —  Electricity  —  Percentage, 

9.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  a  utility's  property  de- 
voted to  electric  service  is  reasonable  and  fair. 

Rates  —  Electricity  —  Service  charge, 

10.  A  residential  service  charge  for  electrie  lighting  is  proper  a^ 
though  it  raises  the  rate  of  the  small  consumer,  who  is  least  able  to  pay; 
since  the  law  does  not  require  a  company  to  serve  the  small  eonsomer 
at  less  than  cost  at  the  expense  of  those  who  are  better  able  to  pay. 

Discrimination  —  Electricity  —  Improper  basis  of  determining  aver' 
age  hilotodtt  hour  charge, 

11.  Discrimination  is  not  shown  by  apparent  differenees  in  the 
charges  of  an  electric  schedule  per  kw.  hr.  depending  upon  the  amount 
of  current  used,  where  the  calculation  ignores  the  service  charge  or 
treats  it  as  if  it  were  really  a  charge  for  the  electricity  supplied. 

Bates  —  Electricity  —  Power, 

12.  The, price  of  electricity  for  power  must  be  low  in  order  to 
stimulate  its  use  in  large  quantities  and  to  compete  with  other  methods 
of  producing  energy. 

IHscrimination  —  Electricity  —  Demand  meters, 

13.  The  practice  of  an  electric  company,  establishing  a  rate  for 
power  on  the  demand  basis,  of  supplying  some  of  its  customers  with 
demand  meters  and  of  using  the  stop-watch  method  of  determining 
the  demand  of  others,  is  discriminatory,  and  the  cost  of  installing  the 
meters  or  the  difficulty  in  getting  them  Is  immaterial. 

Return  —  Provision  for  contingencies, 

14.  A  public  utility  should  be  permitted  to  earn  something  more 
than  a  bare  return  upon  its  investment  so  that  it  may  have  a. surplus 
for  contingencies. 

(Bashitb,  Commissioner,  dissents  in  part) 

[January  31,  1918.] 

Petition  for  permission  to  revise  rates  for  electric  lightiog 
and  power  service;  denied.  In  this  case  an  allowance  of  $95,000 
was  made  for  deficiency  of  return  or  development  cost,  and  the 
total  amount  upon  which  the  company  was  found  estitled  to  earn 
a  return  was  $518,264. 

Appearances:  Beekman,  Menken,  &  Griscom  by  Morton  G. 
Bogue,  and  Storrs  &  Storrs  by  William  W.  Storrs,  for  Lockport 
Li^t,  Heat,  &  Power  Company ;  W.  A.  Gold,  Corporation  Coun- 
sel, and  Chas,  Hickey  for  the  city  of  Lockport ;  Hickey,  Thomp- 
son, &  Gold  for  Electric  Consumers'  Protective  Association,  the 
Board  of  Commerce,  and  the  Muuuf  acturers'  Association. 
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Carr»  GommissioDer:  On  May  27, 1914,  the  Lockport  Light, 
Heat,  &  Power  C(«ipany,  which  we  shall  Tefer  to  hereafter  as  the 
Lockport  company,  filed  its  petition  with  this  Commission,  re- 
questing permission  to  establish  new  and  revised  rates  for  elec- 
trical energy  in  the  city  of  Lockport,  New  York,  for  the  reason 
that  the  then  existing  rates  with  respect  to  the  method  of  charging 
for  such  energy  sold  by  it  were  obsolete  and  nnsatisfactory,  and 
in  some  instances  discriminatory,  and  were  insufficient  to  provide 
a  proper  amount  for  the  depreciation  of  the  property  employed 
in  l^e  public  service  and  a  fair  return  thereon.  This  application 
was  made  to  the  Conmiission  because  of  a  stipulation  made  by 
the  corporation  on  December  20,  1907,  and  filed  with  the  Com- 
missiim  on  December  21,  1907,  in  a  proceeding  then  pending 
before  the  Commission  relating  to  the  purchase  of  the  properties 
of  the  Lockport  Gas  ft  Electric  Light  Company,  hereinafter 
called  the  gas  company,  and  the  Economy  Light,  Fuel,  and  Pow- 
er Company,  hereinafter  called  the  economy  company,  by  the 
petitioner  herein  pursuant  to  which  stipulation  it  agreed  that  it 
would  not  thereafter  increase  the  rates  therein  set  forth  for  the 
city  of  Lockport  without  the  consent  of  the  Commission.  This 
case  will  be  referred  to  as  No.  74.  An  order  was  made  by  the 
Conmiission  on  the  day  the  stipulati<m  was  filed,  permitting  the 
Lockport  company  to  acquire  the  property  of  the  gas  company 
and  the  economy  company,  upon  condition  that  it  would  not  there- 
after increase  the  rates  mentioned  in  the  stipulation  without  the 
consent  of  the  Commission,  and  those  rates  are  the  ones  com- 
plained of  in  the  1914  proceeding. 

In  due  course  the  city  of  Lockport  engaged  as  its  engineer  in 
this  case,  Mr.  William  McClellan,  who  was  formerly  the  elec- 
trical engineer  of  this  Commission,  in  order  *that  its  interests 
might  be  properly  protected,  and  thereafter  the  case  came  on  for 
a  hearing.  The  city  appeared  by  its  corporation  counsel,  in 
opposition  to  the  proposed  revision  of  rates,  and  ample  oppor- 
tunity was  given  to  any  of  the  interested  parties  in  Lockport  to 
appear  and  give  evidence  in  opposition  to  any  change  in  the  then 
existing  rates.  However,  no  one  appeared  except  the  corporation 
counsel  of  the  city  and  its  engineer,  Mr.  McClellan,  who  testified 
on  behalf  of  the  city.  The  last  hearing  in  what  may  be  termed 
the  preliminary  trial  of  this  case  was  held  in  Lockport  on  July 
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12,  1916.  Subsequent  to  that  hearing  the  engineers  of  the  citj, 
the  corporation,  and  the  Commission  had  numerous  conferenoes, 
and  the  facts  in  the  case  were  considered  at  length  f ot  the  purpose 
of  endeavoring  to  agree  on  some  schedule  of  rates  which  would 
be  fair  to  all  of  the  interested  parties  under  the  then  prevailing 
business  conditions.  They  finally  succeeded  in  the  month  of 
September,  1915,  in  working  out  a  new  schedule  of  rates  which  it 
was  believed  would  be  a  very  great  improvement  up<m  the  rates 
then  in  force  in  Lockport,  and  which  would  afford  the  company 
a  fair  return  upon  the  value  of  its  property  then  employed  in 
the  public  service.  We  think  it  piroper  at  thia  time  to  quote  here 
the  letter  of  Mr.  McClellan  dated  September  22,  1915,  those  of 
Commissioner  Carr  dated  September  27,  and  30,  1915,  and  that 
of  the  oorporation  counsel  of  the  city  of  Lockport  dated  Sep- 
tember 29,  1915; 

September  22,  1915. 
The  Hon.  Roy  H.  Ernest, 

Lockport,  New  York. 
Dear  Judge  Ernest : — 

I  have  been  giving  much  consideration  to  the  very  complicated 
question  as  to  your  electric  rates  in  Lockport.  I  know  you  have 
a  full  realization  of  the  difficulties  which  we  have  to  meet.  It 
is  never  easy  to  raise  rates,  but  it  is  especially  difficult  when  the 
rates  in  existence  are  so  badly  disorganized  and  inequitable 
among  themselves  as  the  rates  in  Lockport  are. 

I  have  been  in  consultation  with  the  engineer  of  the  Com- 
mission both  in  New  York  and  in  Albany.  The  questions  of 
value,  operating  expenses,  and  earnings  have  been  combed  and 
recombed.  Altogether  some  twenty  or  thirty  different  rates  have 
been  considered,  including  important  suggestions  made  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Commission.  In  view  of  the  conflicting  elements 
involved  in  this  settlement,  it  seems  almost  impossible  to  get  a 
set  of  rates  which  may  be  regarded  as  logical  among  themselves 
and  wholly  satisfactory  from  the  standpoint  of  scientific  rate 
making.  One  can  devise  a  half  dozen  sets  of  rates  for  the  various 
kinds  of  business,  each  set.  of  which  would  give  practically  the 
same  total  earnings.  It  is  only  by  weighing  the  commercial  and 
certain  local  relations  of  these  various  sets  of  rates  that  a  choice 
can  be  made.    Under  these  somewhat  harassing  circumstances  I 
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must  very  frankly  advise  you  that  the  inclosed  set  of  rates  "will 
accomplish  what  seems  to  be  a  necessary  end,  and  with  a  very 
reasonable  distribution  of  the  burden  upon  the  various  classes 
of  consumers.  They  are  in  part  rates  which  I  have  recommended 
and  in  part  rates  which  the  engineer  of  the  Commission  recom- 
mended. When  I  parted  with  him  yesterday,  we  were  in  agree- 
ment as  to  the  greater  availability  of  this  particular  set  of  rates. 

I  am  not  sure  how  the  matter  will  come  up  for  final  adjust- 
ment, but  I  suppose  the  C(»nmission  will  communicate  with  you. 
You  recognize,  of  course,  that  the  position  of  the  Commission 
is  intermediate  between  the  company  and  the  city,  which  is  a 
rather  difficult  one  to  hold*  To  order  an  increase  of  rates  in  a 
community  is  not  a  particularly  pleasant  act  for  any  commission 
to  h^ve  to  perfonn,  and  therefore  there  are  especial  reasons  for 
assuming  that  any  rates  which  it  orders  will  not  be  higher  than 
what  is  necessary  to  permit  it  to  carry  out  the  other  part  of  its 
responsibility;  namely,  to  give  the  company  justice.  I  suggest 
to  you,  therefore,  that  should  you  be  approached  by  the  Com- 
mission in  connection  with  these  reconmiendations,  that  you 
promptly  and  freely  express  your  willingness  to  accept  them  if 
ordered  by  the  Commission  and  thus  permit  the  case  to  be  closed 
without  further  delay. 

Placing  myself  at  your  disposal  for  any  consultation  on  this 
subject  which  you  may  want,  or  for  any  other  purpose  in  con- 
nection with  the  case,  I  remain 

Very  truly  yours, 

Wm.  McClellan. 
Copy  to  Honorable  James  0.  Carr, 

Public  Service  Commission, 
Second  District,  Albany,  N.  T. 

Albany,  September  27,  1916. 
Case  No,  ^385. 
Mr.  Eoy  H.  Ernest, 

Corporation  Counsel, 

Lockport,  N.  T. 
Dear  Sir : 

I  have  before  me  the  letter  of  Mr.  McClellan  to  you  under  date 
of  September  32,  1915,  relative  to  proposed  electric  rates  in  the 
city  of  Lockport. 
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The  .engineers  of  the  Commission  have  been  in  oonsultatioD 
with  Mr.  McCIellan  representing  the  city  and  with  the  engineers 
of  the  Lockport  Company  for  the  purpose  of  endeavoring  to 
arrive  at  a  solution  of  the  problem  in  Lockport  relative  to  rates. 
It  seems  to  us  as  though  the  schedule  submitted  in  the  letter  of 
Mr.  McCIellan  is  reasonable  to  both  parties.  We  would  like  to 
be  advised  if  the  city  will  agree  upon  this  schedule  of  rates  as 
proposed.  If  this  is  not  done,  it  will,  of  course,  be  necessary 
for  the  Commission  to  prepare  a  schediile  of  electric  rates  for 
the  city  of  Lockport  which  it  shall  determine  is  equitable  and 
just.  It  would,  of  course,  be  mo)*e  satisfactory  if  such  a  schedule 
could  be  agreed  upon  between  the  parties,  and  there  seems  to 
be  no  good  reason  why  this  cannot  be  done.  If,  however,  you 
advise  us  that  this  cannot  be  accomplished,  we  will  endeavor  to 
dispose  of  the  matter  in  the  alternative  way  suggested*  We  will 
appreciate  it  if  the  matter  cam  be  decided  promptly  so  the  case 
may  be  disposed  of  by  the  Commission. 

Yery  truly  yours, 

James  O.  Carr, 

Commissioner. 

September  29,  1915. 
Case  No.  JtSSS. 
Honorable  James  0.  Carr, 

Public  Service  Commissioner, 
Albany,  N".  T. 
Dear  Sir: — 

I  have  your  lettsr  of  the  27th  inst.  relative  to  electric  rates  in 
the  city. 

In  answer  thereto  permit  me  to  say  that  some  time  ago  the 
members  of  the  common  council  and  the  representatives  of  the 
petitioning  company  made  an  effort  to  reach  an  agreement  as  to 
a  schedule  of  rates  for  electricity  and  that  such  efforts  were  un- 
successful; that  it  was  then  understood  that  the  whole  matter 
was  to  be  presented  to  the  Public  Service  Commission  for  de- 
termination, which  has  been  done. 

The  city  has  employed  in  this  matter  Mr.  McCIellan,  an  ex- 
pert of  much  experience  and  ability,  and  relies  upon  his  judg- 
ment as  to  what  suggestion  should  be  made. to  liie  Commission 
concerning  changes,  if  any,  in  the  present  rates  for  electricity. 
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Furtiiermore,  the  mayor  and  members  of  the  common  council 
have  explicit  faith  and  confidence  in  your  Commission,  and  are 
firmly  convinced  that  any  final  determination  which  shall  be 
made  in  the  matter  and  schedule  of  rates  which  shall  be  ordered 
by  the  Commission  to  be  put  into  effect,  and  which  we  will  be 
compelled  to  accept,  will  do  justice  to  the  people  of  the  city  of 
Lockport. 

Thanking  you  for  the  courteous  treatment  which  you  have 
already  extended  to  us,  I  remain 

Yours  very  truly, 

Eoy  H.  Ernest, 
Corporation  Counsel. 

Albany,  September  30,  1915. 
Case  No.  4SS5. 
Mr.  Roy'H.  Ernest, 

Corporation  Counsel, 

Lockpwt,  K.  Y. 
Dear  Mr,  Ernest: — 

I  am  very  much  obliged  to  you  for  your  letter  of  the  29th 
relative  to  the  schedule  of  rates  in  the  city  of  Lockport. 

In  view  of  all  the  circumstances  and  of  the  fact  tiiiat  the  en- 
gineers of  all  parties  are  practically  agreed  upon  the  schedule, 
it  would  seem  as  though  the  Commission  could  properly  make 
an  order  putting  such  a  schedule  into  effect  I  will  endeavor 
to  have  this  done  within  the  next  few  days. 

Very. truly  yours, 

James  O.  Carr, 

Commissioner. 

The  Commission  then  made  an  order  on  October  5,  1916,  fix- 
ing a  new  schedule  of  rates  which  might  be  put  into  effect  in 
the  city  of  Lockport  by  the  petitioner.  The  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission which  was  handed  down  on  the  same  date  is  reported  in 
4  P.  S.  C.  (2d  Dist  N.  Y.)  623.  The  new  rates  were  put  into 
effect  November  1,  1915.  The  schedule  of  rates  which  the  peti- 
tioner requested  permission  to  revise,  and  the  schedule  authorized 
by  the  order  of  the  Commission  on  October  5,  1915,  are  as  fol- 
lows : 
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Electric  Rates  in  Force  Prior  to  November  1,  1915^ 

Rates  for  Electric  Lighting. 

First  50  kw.  hr.  per  month  or  less 10  cents  per  K^'  ^' 

Next  60  kw.  hr.  per  month  9  cents  per  Ic^-  ^' 

Next  100  kw.  hr.  per  month  8  cents  per  K^-  ^' 

Next  200  kw.  hr.  per  month   7  cents  per  K^r.  hr. 

Excess  over  400  kw.  hr.  per  month 6  cents  per  Ic^-  ^' 

These  rates  are  subject  to  a  discount  of  25  per  cent  if  l>i*^ 
are  paid  on  or  before  the  lOih  of  the  month  following  tlxa*  ^ 
which  current  was  conBumed. 

Rates  for  Electric  Power. 

First   1,000  kw.  hr.  per  month  or  less 2.      cents  per  Ic^vv*.  ^t. 

Next    1,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 1.6    cents  per  Ic'^-  J'- 

Next    1,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 1.2    cents  per  Ic*^*  J'- 

Next    2,000  kw.  hr.  per  month  1.0    cents  per  Ic^^-  ^'• 

Next    5,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 8    cents  per  Ic^*  J'* 

Neact  10,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 76  cents  per  K^-  '*'• 

Next  20,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 7    cents  per  Icr^^-  ^• 

Neict  40,000  kw.  hr.  per  month 06  cents  pte  y^r^r^  at- 

Excess  over  80,000  kw.  hr.  as  above 64  cents  per  lew-  ^ 


These  rates  are  subject  to  a  discount  of  25  per  cent  if  bills  ar^ 
paid  on  or  before  the  10th  of  the  month  following  that  in  -Whi^^ 
current  is  consumed. 

In  addition  to  the  regular  meter  rates  for  electric  poveer,  a 
service  charge  is  made  of  76  cents  per  average  horse  power  per 
month,  as  shown  by  the  kilowatts  consumed.  Such  consun^^^^ 
are  divided  into  either  ten  or  twenty-four  hour  consumers  ^P" 
erating  twenty-six  working  days  a  month.  Dividing  the  nnxo^^ 
of  working  hours  in  the  month  into  kilowatt  hours  as  sbo^'n 
by  the  watt  meter,  and  dividing  this  by  746  watts,  givos  the 
average  horse  power,  to  which  is  applied  the  charge  of  75  cents 
per  horse  power  per  month.  Such  charge  is  in  addition  ta  the 
regular  meter  rates. 

Power: 
Demand  rate. 

Available: 

For  consumers  using  primary  power  and  located  convenient  to  tha   1^**^ 
volt  circuits. 

Character  of  Service: 
Continuous  A.  C.  25  cycle,  11,500  volts,  S-phase. 

Guaranty: 

60%  of  the  maximum  minute  peak,  as  per  rate  below. 
P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  LOCKPORT  UQHT,  HEAT,  4  P.  CO.  683 

Rate: 

Demand  vate  (step) : 

50  to  100  hr.  p.  peak  @  $22.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
100  to  600  h.  p.  peak  0  $20.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
600  to  1^000  h.  p.  peak  (@  $10.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
Orer  1,000  h.  p.  peak  @  $18.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 

Maimiefumoe  DiBcotmU: 
None. 

Prompt  Paymm^i  Di§covmU: 
None. 

Electric  Rates  in  Force  Sobseqnent  to  Noyember  1,  lOlS. 

Be^idettee  Lighting: 

Available  to  all  residence  conBumerB. 

Net  Gonemner  Charge: 

75^  p«r  month  per  meter  installed. 

Net  Energy  Charge: 

5^  per  kilowatt  hour  for  first  35  kilowatt  hours  per  month  per  meter, 
24  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  excess. 

MiniTmim  Charge: 
None  other  than  consumer  charge. 

Prompt  Payment  Discount: 
Gross  bills  to  be  rendered  with  10#  added  to  net  consumer  ehami  and 
discoimted  to  net  rate  if  paid  within  ten  days  from  date  of  bill. 

Oommercial  Lighting  : 

Available  to  all  lighting  consumers  except  residences. 

Net  Rate: 

10^  per  kilowatt  hour  for  first  60  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand.  . 
6^  per  kilowatt  hour  for  next  60  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand. 
24  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  excess. 

Minimum  Charge: 
$1  p«r  month  per  meter. 

Determination  of  Demand:  « 

Demand  to  be  considered  as  00%  of  the  total  installed  capacity.  No 
installation  to  be  considered  as  less  than  1  kilowatt. 

Prompt  Payment  Discoimt: 

Gross  bills  to  be  rendered  with  1^  per  kilowatt  hour  added  to  net  rate 
for  first  60  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand,  and  discounted  to  net 
rate  if  paid  within  10  days  from  date  of  bilL 

Commercial  Power: 

Available  to  all  power  consumers. 

Net  Rate: 

74  per  kilowatt  hour  for  first  40  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand. 
A4  per  kilowatt  hour  for  next  40  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand. 
14  per  kilowatt  hour  for  all  excess. 

Minimum  Charge: 

$1  per  horse  power  per  month  for  first  horse  power  installed. 
$.75  per  horse  power  per  month  for  each  horse  power  or  fraction 
thereof  in  addition. 

Determination  of  Demand: 

Demand  will  be  considered  as  75%  of  the  installed  capacity  if  in  one 
motor  and  65%  if  in  more  than  one  motor.  No  installation  to  be 
considered  as  less  than  1  kilowatt. 

Prompt  Payment  Discount: 

Gross  bills  to  be  rendered  with  1^  per  kilowatt-hour  added  to  net  rate 
for  first  40  hours'  use  per  month  of  demand,  and  discounted  to  net 
rate  if  paid  within  10  days  from  date  of  bill. 
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Wholesale  Light  and  Power: 

Available  to  all  consumers  willing  to  guarantee  a  maziBUim  dftmand  of  5 
kilowatts. 

Net  Demand  Charge: 

$2.60  per  month  per  kilowatt  for  first  6  kilowatts  of  maximum  de- 
mand. 

$1.25  per  month  per  kilowatt  for  each  additional  kilowatt  of  maxi- 
mum demand. 

Net  Energy  Charge: 
14  per  kilowatt  hour. 

Minimum  Charge: 

None  other  than  demand  charge. 

Determination  of  Maximum  Demand. 
Actual  maximum  demand  to  be  determined  by  testa  or  measaremeni 

Prompt  Payment  Discount: 
Gross  bills  to  be  rendered  with  25^  per  kilowatt  added  to  net  demand 
charge,  and  discounted  to  net  rate  if  paid  within  10  days  from  date 
of  bUl. 

Primary  Poioer  Rate: 

Available  to  all  consumers  using  primary  power  and  located  convenient  to 
the  11,500  volt  circuits. 

Net  Rates: 

50  to  100  h.  p.  peak  at  $22.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
100  to  600  h.  p.  peak  at  20.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
600  to  1,000  h.  p.  peak  at  19.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 
Over  1,000  h.  p.  pMc  at    18.00  per  h.  p.  per  year 

Minimum  Charge: 

Consumers  must  guarantee  an  amoimt  equal  to  60%  of  the  mazimuin 
one-minute  peak. 

Determination  of  Maximum  Demand: 
Actual  maximum  demand  will  be  determined  l^  measureme&tb 

Prompt  Payment  Discount: 
None. 

On  December  6,  1915,  th^  commoii  council  of  the  city  of 
Lockport  adopted  a  resolution  directing  the  mayor  and  cor- 
poration counsel  of  the  city  to  apply  to  the  Commission  for  a 
rehearing  in  this  matter  in  order  that  an  opportunity  might  be 
given  consumers  to  appear  or  be  represented  in  the  case.  On 
December  7,  1915,  members  of  the  Carpenters  TTnicai  &  Joiners 
of  Lockport  filed  with  the  mayor  and  common  council  of  the  city 
of  Lockport  a  protest  against  the  action  of  the  Lockport  company 
in  making  an  increase  in  its  rates  for  electricity.  On  December 
8,  1915,  the  Central  Labor  Union  of  Lockport  made  a  similar 
protest,  and  on  December  17,  1915,  the  Lockport  Building 
Trades  Council  filed  a  like  protest  and  approved  the  action  taken 
by  the  common  council  on  December  6,  above  referred  to.  Not 
until  May,  1916,  did  the  city  of  Lockport  file  its  application  for 
a  rehearing  in  this  case.  The  allegations  in  this  application, 
as  well  as  the  other  two  which  are  hereinafter  referred  to,  arc. 
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all  made  upon  information  and  belief.  We  quote  the  following 
from  the  application  of  the  city : 

"7.  That  the  average  increase  to  eonsmners  for  lighting  pur- 
poses is  imknown  to  your,  petitioner,  but  it  is  believed  to  be 
excessive,  and  the  service  charge  of  75  cents  is  unjustifiable; 
that  it  falls  upon  that  class  of  citizens  who  can  least  afford  to 
bear  the  burden  and  has  caused  general  complaint  and  much 
bitter  feeling. 

^'8.  That  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  revised  rates  have  result- 
ed in  costing  consumers  of  electricity  for  power  purposes  ap- 
proximately double  what  they  had  theretofore  been  paying,  your 
petitioner  believes  that  some  fundamental  error  must  have  en- 
tered into  the  calculations  of  the  engineers  who  agreed  upon  said 
refviaed  rates,  or  that  the  theory  adopted  by  said  engineers  in 
determining  said  rates  was  erroneous,  or  else  that  such  theory 
has  failed  to  work  out  in  practice  as  was  expected.'' 

At  the  same  time  a  similar  application  was  filed  by  the  Elec- 
tric Consumers  Protective  Association,  alleging  that  none  of  the 
members  of  that  association  took  any  part  in  the  proceedings 
before  the  Oammission  relating  to  an  increase  in  rates,  that  the 
members  had  not  had  their  day  in  court,  and  that  an  unfair  and 
unreasonable  advantage  had  been  taken  of  them  by  the  Lockport 
company  to  their  great  injury,  and  asking  tiiat  the  rates  be  re* 
vised  and  reduced  to  a  fair  and  equitable  basis.  On  the  same 
date  the  Loekport  Board  of  Commerce,  a  domestic  membership 
corporation  having  upwards  of  600  members,  filed  a  similar 
application  much  more  voluminous  and  in  great  detail,  in  which 
it  was  allied  that,  prior  to  the  time  when  the  application  was 
nuide  for  a  revision  of  rates,  the  superintendent  of  the  Lockport 
co(mpany,  Mr.  Kaltwasser,  had  appeared  before  the  board  of 
directors  of  the  Lockport  Board'  of  Trade,  the  predecessor  of  the 
board  of  eommerce,  and  had  stated  that  the  company  'liad  a 
large  number  of  consumers  whose  consumption  of  electricity  was 
so  SBiall  that  the  company  was  serving  them  at  a  loss,  and  that 
the  purpose  of  the  application  was  to  revise  its  rates  in  such  a 
way  that  said  company  would  not  be  required  to  supply  such 
cnst<»ners  at  a  loss,  and  that  the  proposed  revision  would  not 
affect  other  consumers,  or,  if  it  did  affect  them,  it  would  be  in 

the  way  of  a  reduction  of  tates; "  and  that  the  same  statement 
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was  made  to  other  users  of  electricity  in  Lockport.  The  peti- 
tioner further  alleged : 

^That  said  statements  of  said  superintendent  were  well  cal- 
culated, if  not  so  intended,  to  mislead  and  to  lull  the  public  to 
a  sense  of  security,  and  such  was  their  effect,  and  while  the  city 
govermnent  appeared  in  said  proceedings  and  employed  an  en- 
gineer to  look  after  its  interest,  still,  owing  to  the  fact  that  said 
statements  to  your  petitioner  through  its  board  of  directors  was 
so  generally  understood  and  accepted,  there  was  apparently  no 
public  or  private  demand  for  vigorous  opposition  to  said  applica- 
tion, and,  as  a  result,  a  revision  of  rates  was  agreed  upon  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Lockport  Light,  Heat^  &  Power  Company  and 
the  engineer  employed  by  the  city.'' 

'^14.  That  this  Commission  very  properly  assmned  that  the 
rates  so  agreed  upon  were  fair  and  reasonable  and  approved 
the  same." 

(The  particular  rates  complained  of  were  the  service  charge 
imposed  upon  residence  lighting  customers  and  upon  commercial 
lighting  consumers,  and  ihe  demand  chai^  on  wholesale  light 
and  power  customers.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  tiiere  w^is  no  service 
charge  in  the  new  rates  for  commercial  lighting  consumers.) 

^^17.  That  said  rates  and  charges  have  proved  to  be  unfair, 
excessive,  unreasonable,  and  have  raised  a  storm  of  public  in- 
dignation.'' 

It  was  also  alleged  that  there  was  no  necessily  for  the  com- 
pany to  maintain  a  steam  plant  in  Lockport,  and  that  this  placed 
an  undue  burden  upon  the  consumers  of  electricity  there,  and  that 
the  company  should  not  be  permitted  to  generate  electricity  by 
steam  and  charge  the  consumers  therefor  based  upon  the  cost  of 
steam  generated  electricity,  inasmuch  as  the  company  had  an 
available  supply  of  power  from  the  Niagara,  Lockport,  &  On- 
tario Power  Company,  and  that  the  primary  purpose  of  the  steam 
plant  was  to  supply  steam  heat  for  use  in  the  city  of  Lockport 
The  operations  of  the  company  were  criticized  in  various  re- 
spects, and  it  was  asserted  that  the  values  placed  upon  the  prop- 
erty of  the  company  employed  in  the  public  service  were  excessive 
and  had  been  determined  from  time  to  time  by  the  Commission, 
^^not  simply  for  the  purpose  of  fixing  electric  rates,  but  rather  for 
the  purpose  of  borrowing  money  on'  said  property ;  and  that  in 
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the  proceedings  in  which  such  valuations  were  determined,  little 
or  no  question  was  ever  raised  as  to  saah,  valuations  by  consumers 
who  might  be  interested  in  keeping  such  valuations  down  where 
they  belonged/'  It  was  ako  asserted  that,  since  th^  rates  were 
revised,  the  company  had  been  guilty  of  discrimination  in  certain 
respects,  and  that  the  increased  rates  had  driven  a  number  of 
concerns  out  of  business. 

The  Lockport  company  answered  each  of  these  petitions  in 
due  course  and  filed  such  answers  with  the  Commission  on  June 
15,  1916,  denying  many  of  the  allegations  in  the  applications. 
The  former  superintendent  of  the  company,  Mr.  Kaltwasser, 
made  an  affidavit  squarely  controverting  the  allegations^  to  the 
effect  that  he  had  misrepresented  the  facts  in  regard  to  the  pro* 
posed  revision  of  rates,  and  setting  forth  certain  facts  to  show 
that  the  municipal  authorities  in  Lockport  were  fully  apprised 
of  the  proceedings  which  were  being  taken  by  the  company  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  revision  of  rates,  and  that  the  matter 
had  been  given  considerable  publicity  in  Lockport  through  the 
medium  of  the  newspapers  and  otherwise.  It  may  or  may  not 
be  significant  that  no  one  appeared  at  any  of  the  hearings  before 
the  Oommission  subsequent  to  June,  1916,  to  give  evidence  in 
support  of  the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Kaltwasser,  and  from 
the  record  in  this  case  we  believe  it  can  fairly  be  found  that 
ample  notice  was  given  to  the  people  of  Lockport  of  the  applica- 
tion to  the  Oommission  for  a  revision  in  rates,  and  it  is,  of 
•course,  a  matter  of  record  that  the  common  council  of  the  city 
took  the  necessary  steps  to  have  the  city  ably  represented  in 
the  matter. 

[1]  Just  how  such  disaffection  was  actually  caused  by  the 
revised  schedule  of  rates  which  was  approved  by  the  Commission 
in  October,  1916,  does  not  appear  anywhere  of  record  in  this 
<3a8e  except  through  statements  of  counsel,  but  it  is  interesting  to 
note  that  it  was  considered  of  8u£S.cient  importance  by  the  so- 
called  ^^Thompson  investigating  committee^'  to  justify  it  in 
•calling  upon  the  Commission  to  deliver  to  it  in  the  month  of 
December,  1916,  all  of  the  records  of  the  Oommission  in  this 
•case,  as  well  as  several  of  the  papers  in  case  ISo.  74,  hereinbefore 
Teferred  to,  and  for  the  committee  to  hold  a  session  in  the  eitv 
of  Lockport  in  June,  1916.  -  "^"'^  -\ 
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.  The  first  hearing  was  held  on  Friday,  June  16,  1916,  and 
continued  on  the  following  day.  At  these  aesaicHis  many  of  the 
records  of  the  Commisaion  were  incorporated  into  the  minutes 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  committee,  and  witnesses  were  subpce- 
naed  by  the  committee  to  appear  and  testify.  Kone  of  these 
witnesses  gave  any  evidence  which  would  in  any  way  tend  to 
substantiate  the  charge  that  the  rates  fixed  by  the  Commission 
were  unjust  and  unreasonable,  or  in  any  way  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  city  of  Lockport,  or  that  the  Commission  had 
erred  in  its  determination. 

The  minutes  of  these  sessions  in  Lockport  will  be  found  on  pp. 
1232-1308  inclusive  and  pp.  1-105  inclusive  of  volumes  5  and 
6,  respectively,  of  the  Beport  of  the  Joint  Committee  for  the 
year  1916.  We  quote  the  following  from  pp.  119,  120  oi  the 
Report  of  the  Joint  Legislative  Committee  transmitted  to  the 
legislature  on  March  5,  1917 : 

'The  city  of  Lockport,  through  its  common  council,  protested 
against  the  rates  for  electric  light  and  power  and  applied  to  the 
Commission  for  relief.  It  applied  to  the  Comiiussi<m  for  ex- 
perts to  develop  the  facts.  These  were  denied  by  the  Commis- 
sion, with  the  excuse  that  the  force  was  busy  and  that  ixi  any 
event  the  Commission  should  not  take  part  in  the  contro'vers;. 
Facing  a  rate  case,  the  company,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Commission,  made  ex  parte  relocation  of  the  propi&rty  used  in 
the  service,  and  then  it  'applied  for  a  rate  readjustment  The 
city  administration  was  obligsd,  at  large  expense,  to  exnploy 
experts  and  then  made  a  perfunctory  contest,  and  the  net  Tesult 
was  that  the  city's  efforts  to  reduce  electric  costs  produced  an 
increased  income  to  the  electric  company  of  $42,000  per  J^y 
and  this  by  order  of  a  Conoonission  charged  by  the  law  with  the 
responsibility  of  making  its  own  investigations  to  arrive  ^t  the 
facts  pertinent  to  the  subject-matter  of  pending  complaints* 

^^The  details  of  this  proceeding  are  obtainable  in  the  r^oo^ 
of  the  committee's  investigation  of  the  Lockport  Rate  Case.  ^^^ 
investigation  resulted  in  a  r^earing  being  granted  in  Jnne^ 
1916." 

We  believe  it  lie  duty  of  the  Commission  to  vigorously  r«ft**^ 
the  assertions  made  by  this  committee,  that  its  Lavestigation  ^^ 
the  Lockport  Case  resulted  in  a  rehearing  being  granted  iti  ^^ 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  LOCKPOHT  ULGHT,  HEAT,  &  P.  CO.  689 

case  in  the  month  of  June^  1916,  or  had  anything  whatever  to 
to  do  with  it.  The  fact  is  that  the  applications  for  such  rehearing 
were  not  presented  to  the  Commission  until  the  22d  day  of  May, 
1916;  they  were  served  on  the  corporation  on  the  24th  day  of 
May,  1916;  the  Commission  notified  the  company  that  it  should 
answer  the  complaints  within  twenty  days  from  the  24:th  day  of 
May,  and  notwithstanding  the  company  urgently  requested 
further  time  within  which  to  answer  the  allegations  set  forth  in 
the  applications  because  of  the  charges  therein  set  forth,  an  ex- 
tenision  of  time  was  refused,  and  the  Commission  did  on  June 
14,  1916,  fix  the  20th  day  of  June,  1916,  as  the  day  when  the 
parties  would  be  given  a  hearing  in  Albany  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  Commission  to  determine  whether  or  not  a  rehearing 
should  be  granted;  and  on  the  day  when  such  hearing  was  held 
and  at  its  close,  the  chairman  of  the  Commission  made  the  follow- 
ing statement :  '^ell,  gentlemen,  we  of  course  cannot  pass  upon 
these  contesting  afiidavits.  I  do  state,  with  my  associates'  ap- 
proval, that  we  are  not  of  opinion  that  there  has  been  any 
misrepresentation  by  the  company;  we  never  dierished  such  an 
opinion  bef otre  the  hearing  or  since  the  statements  which  have 
been  made  to-day  have  come  to  our  attention.  But,  upon  the 
application  of  the  city  and  because  of  the  attitude  of  the  city 
toward  this  proceeding,  we  are  inclined  to  reopen  this  case,  grant 
a  rehearing,  and  afford  the  city  and  these  petitioners  an  oppor- 
tunity to  present  evidence  in  the  matter:  Such  an  order  will  be 
entered.^'  We  have  referred  to  these  matters  at  some  length,  be- 
cause we  think  liie  usefulness  of  this  Commission  would  be  mate- 
rially affected,  and  it  would  fall  into  disrepute  if  the  feeling 
should  spread  broadcast  that  the  determination  of  the  Commission 
in  any  particular  case  or  in  any  branch  of  its  work  could  be  suc- 
cessfully influenced  by  a  legislative  committee  or  any  of  its 
members^  The  Commission  started  out  with  high  standards 
when  it  was  first  created  in  1907,  and  it  has  always  endeavored 
to  maintain  them,  and  we  confidently  believe  it  always  will. 

It  was  July,  1917,  more  than  a  year  after  the  aforesaid  hear- 
ing, before  the  parties  were  prepared  to  go  ahead  with  the  matter 
before  the  Commission,  and  th^i  protracted  hearings  were  held 
in  Albany  eoverinj^  thirte^i  days  altogether.  Notwithstanding 
the  storm  of  indignation  which  it  was  stated  existed  in  Lockport 
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because  of  the  revision  in  rates,  none  of  the  users  of  electricity 
in  that  city  saw  fit  to  appear  before  the  Commission  and  present 
any  facts  which  would  be  of  assistance  to  it  in  determining 
whether  or  not  the  rates  were  in  fact  unreasonable.  Statements 
at  considerable  length  were  made  by  counsel  for  the  city,  and  the 
associations  hereinbefore  mentioned,  but  the  only  witnesses  who 
appeared  and  gave  evidence  in  their  behalf,  other  tlian  a  real 
estate  agent  who  testified  as  to  land  values,  were  the  city's  8ec<Mid 
engineering  expert,  Mr.  Ballard,  and  his  assistant,  Mr.  "Hussel- 
man.  More  than  1,800  pages  of  testimony  have  been  taken  in 
this  case,  and  many  exhibits  containing  masses  of  figures  were 
introduced  in  evidence  by  both  sides  in  the  effort  to  support  their 
respective  contentions.  Briefs  were  filed  with  the  Commission, 
and  oral  argument  was  made  on  December  6, 1917*  Reply  briefs 
have  also  been  filed  by  both  sides. 

A  careful  study  of  the  record  leads  us  to  believe  that  the 
solution  of  the  problem  is  not  nearly  as  difficult  as  it  might  seem 
from  a  cursory  examination  of  the  evidence  of  the  experts  who 
testified,  and  the  figures  submitted  by  them. 

There  is  no  complicated  question  of  law  involved,  but  merely 
one  of  facts. 

There  is  probably  no  gas  and  electric  company  in  the  state  of 
^ew  York  vefaich  has  been  before  the  Commission  so  much  since 
1907  as  the  Lockport  company.  One  of  the  first  cases  before 
the  Commission  was  its  application  for  permission  to  purchase 
the  property  of  the  gas  company  and  the  economy  company, 
both  of  which  were  then  engaged  in  the  electric  light,  power,  and 
steam  heating  business  in  Lockport.  The  gas  company  and  its 
predec^sors  had  been  engaged  in  business  in  Lockport  for  more 
than  fifty  years.  The  economy  company  was  an  offshoot  of  the 
American  District  Steam  Company,  which  was  engaged  in  fur- 
nishing steam  heat  in  Lockport  in  1905  at  the  time  the  econ<xny 
company  was  formed.  While  it  has  been  asserted  time  and  time 
again  that  the  economy  company  was  created  in  good  faith  to 
engage  in  the  electric  light  and  power  as  well  as  the  steam  heat- 
ing business  in  the  city  of  Lockport,  yet  we  think  it  may  fairly 
be  inferred  from  all  that  has  transpired  that  the  real  purpose 
of  this  company  was  to  obtain  a  franchise  }n  Lockport  if  pos- 
sible, and  then  begin  competition  with  the  gas  company,  with  a 
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view  to  forcing  that  company  to  buy  the  property  of  the  economy 
company  or  sell  out  to  it.  Be  that  as  it  may,  the  fact  is  that  the 
common  coimcil  of  the  city  of  Lockport  granted  a  franchise  to  the 
economy  company  on  October  16,  1905,  which  enabled  it  to 
actively  compete  in  the  electric  light  and  power  business  with  the 
gas  company,  and  this  condition  of  affairs  continued  until  1907, 
when  it  was  apparent  that  the  two  companies  could  not  obtain 
sufficient  business  in  Lockport  to  justify  the  existence  of  the  two 
companies  as  separate  entities,  and,  as  a  result,  the  Lockport 
company  was  formed  to  take  over  the  property  of  the  two  com- 
panies and  end  the  then  existing  competition.  The  proceeding 
to  effect  a  sale  of  the  two  companies  to  the  Lockport  company 
was  commenced  before  the  Commission  of  Gas  and  Electricity, 
and,  when  the  Public  Service  Commission  was  formed,  this  was 
one  of  the  cases  turned  over  to  it  and  was  one  of  the  first  to 
receive  its  attention.  It  was  given  thorough  consideration  by 
the  Commission,  as  appears  from  the  opinion  in  the  case  which  is 
reported  in  1  P.  S.  0.  (2d  Dist.  N.  Y.)  12.  At  that  time  the 
Commission  was  blazing  the  trail  in  matters  of  this  character  and 
had  no  established  precedents  of  its  own  to  follow.  The  ques- 
tions then  under  consideration  were  new  to  the  Commission  and 
required  an  interpretation  by  it  of  the  law  relating  to  such 
matters.  The  question  of  determining  just  and  reasonable  rates 
was  not  the  one  that  was  being  pressed  for  determination,  but 
rather  what  capitalization  would  be  proper  for  the  new  company. 
While  it  is  true  that  the  company  was  required  by  the  Com- 
mission to  continue  in  force  the  rates  then  existing  in  Lockport, 
yet  it  appears  that  this  was  done  largely  because  of  the  fact  that 
vigorous  opposition  was  made^  to  the  proposed  combination  of 
the  companies  by  the  people  in  Lockport,  on  the  ground  that 
this  would  tend  to  reduce  the  competition  between  the  two 
companies,  which  it  was  considered  was  for  the  best  interests  of 
the  people  there,  and  that  the  franchise  had  been  granted  to  the 
eoonomy  company  upon  the  distinct  understanding  that  it  would 
actively  compete  with  the  gas  company.  The  question  involved 
was  the  capitalization  of  the  new  company,  and  whether  or  not 
there  was  sufficient  property  to  justify  the  proposed  issue  of 
stock  and  bonds.  The  rate  question  was  only  brought  in  as  a 
collateral  matter.     Certainly  the  Commission  did  not  attempt 
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to  determine  at  that  time  that  the  rates  then  in  force  in  Lockport 
should  continue  forever  without  change.  We  think  it  desirable 
to  quote  from  the  opinion  in  case  No.  74  as  follows : 

"The  petitioner,  the  Lockport  Li^t,  Heat,  &  Power  Company, 
desires  to  take  over  the  property,  franchises,  and  business  of  these 
two  companies  and  carry  on  the  business  of  supplying  gas,  elec- 
tric lights  and  power,  and  steam  heat,  in  Lockport  through  the 
agency  of  a  single  corporation.  The  capital  stock  of  the  new 
corporation,  as  proposed  by  the  petitioner,  the  Lockport  Light, 
Heat,  &  Power  Company,  is  to  be  $600,000,  and  the  company 
also  asks  leave  to  issue  $600,000  of  bonds,  making  the  total  pro- 
posed capitalization  of  the  new  company  $1,200,000.  The  total 
capitalization  of  the  two  old  companies  whose  properties  and 
franchises  are  to  be  taken  over  is^  as  appears  from  figures  given 
above,  $700,000. 

"This  Commission  in  July  caused  an  examination  to  be  made 
of  the  properties  of  the  Economy  Light,  Fuel,  &  Power  Ccmipany 
and  the  Lockport  Oas  &  Electric  Light  Company.  .  The  Com- 
mission's engineer  values  the  physical  property  of  the  economy 
company,  with  no  allowance  for  franchise  or  good  will,  at  $291,- 
579.39.  As  heretofore  stated,  the  capital  stock  of  the  economy 
company  is  $350,000,  and  it  has  no  outstanding  bonds.  The 
Commission's  engineer  values  the  physical  property  of  the  Lock- 
port  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Company,  with  no  allowance  for 
franchise  or  good  wUl,  and  without  attempting  to  place  any  value 
on  the  Beverly  oontract  for  water  power,  at  $433,426.33.  The 
value  of  the  Beverly  contract  is  difficult  to  estimate.  The  total 
capitalization  of  this  company  is  $150,000  outstanding  capital 
stock  and  $300,000  outstanding  bonds.  The  total  physical  ^&I' 
nation  of  both  properties  found  by  our  engineer  is  $725,005.72, 
and  the  total  outstanding  bonds  and  stock  as  follows : 

Oatetanding  stock  of  botli  oompsnm $400,000 

Outstanding  bonds  of  both  companies 300,000 

Tiital $700,000. 

Tlie  properties  are  to  be  tamed  over  to  the  new  company  f^ 
of  lien  or  debt,  except  the  outstanding  bonds  of  the  gas  comply* 

•         •         • 

"First  The  city  objects  on  the  ground  that  the  two  coinp«fl»^ 
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whcMse  business  is  to  pass  over  to  the  new  company  have  now  a 
total  capitalization  of  $900,000^  while  the  new  company  proposes 
a  total  capitalization  of  $1,200,000.  The  municipal  authorities 
urge  that  if  the  last-named  capitalization  is  allowed  by  this  Com- 
mission, it  will  hereafter  be  claimed  that  the  company  is  entitled 
to  charge  such  prices  for  its  products  as  will  enable  it  to  earn  a 
fair  return  upon  such  capitalization,  and  that  this  would  result 
in  gross  injustice  to  the  city  of  Lockport  and  its  inhabitants. 

^'Section  69  of  the  Public  Semce  Commissions  Law,  which 
relates  entirely  to  gas  and  electric  corporiations,  contains  the 
following  prohibition : 

**  ^K or  shall  the  capital  stock  of  a  corpcnration  formed  by  the 
merger  or  consolidation  of  two  or  more  other  corporations  exceed 
the  sum  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  corporations  so  consolidated, 
at  the  par  value  thereof,  or  such  sum  and  any  additional  sum 
actually  paid  in  cash;  nor  shall  any  contract  for  ccmsolidation 
or  lease  be  capitalized  in  the  stock  of  any  corporation  whatever ; 
nor  shall  any  corporation  hereafter  issue  any  bonds  against  or  as 
a  lien  upon  any  contract  for  consolidation  or  merger/ 

^'Tedmieally  speaking,  the  case  in  question  is  neither  a  con- 
solidation nor  a  merger,  but  the  purchase  by  a  newly  formed 
corporation  of  the  property  and  franchises  of  two  existing  com- 
panies. It  will  be  observed,  also,  that  the  prohibition  of  the 
statute  is  confined  to  an  increase  in  a  mei^er  or  consolidation  of 
^capital  stock,'  and  such  prohibition  does  not  expressly  apply  to 
increase  of  bonded  indebtedness.  The  purpose  bdiind  the  stat- 
ute, however,  is  perfectly  clear.  The  provision  of  law  in  question 
IS  designed  to  prevent  those  large  increases  of  capital  issues 
which  have  so  often  accompanied  the  consolidation  of  public 
service  corporations  in  the  past,  and  which  have  imposed  heavy 
burdens  upon  municipalities  in  the  way  of  inadequate  service 
and  excessive  prices  through  the  endeavor  by  the  over  capitalized 
company  to  earn  interest  and  dividends  on  the  excessive  issue 
of  securities.  If  this  beneficent  purpose  of  the  statute  can  be 
evaded  simply  by  effecting  consolidation  in  fact  by  the  use  of 
a  newly  organized  purchasing  company,  without  technical  merger 
or  consolidation  of  the  existing  companies ;  or  if  it  can  be  evaded 
by  leaving  the  aggregate  capital  stock  unchanged,  but  imposing 
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issue  of  bonds^  the  statute  totally  fails  to  aooomplish  the  in- 
tended purpose.  We  think  it  quite  clear  that  the  poliqr  of  tlu» 
Comnussion,  in  case  two  or  more  gas  or  electric  ocMBpanies  in  any 
community  are  permitted  to  sell  out  their  property  and  fran- 
chises to  one  newly  formed  company,  should  be  to  disapprove 
such  sale,  unless  the  total  capitalization  of  the  consolidated  or 
new  company,  whether  in  stock  or  bonds,  issued  in  exchange  for 
the  securities  of  the  old  companies,  is  kept  at  such  an  amount  a& 
not  to  exceed  the  total  capitalization  of  the  vendor  companies* 
The  aggr^ate  capitalization — ^stock  and  bonds — of  the  Economy 
Light,  Fuel,  &  Power  Company  and  the  Lockport  Gas  &  Electric 
Light  Company  at  the  present  time  is  $700,000.  The  newlv 
organized  company,  formed  to  buy  out  these  two  companies^ 
should  not,  therefore,  be  permitted  to  issue  more  than  $700,000 
of  stock  and  bonds  for  the  purchase  of  the  old  companies.  It  is 
not  important  how  this  capitalization  is  divided  as  between  bonds 
and  stock.  We  see  no  objection  to  the  new  company  issuing,  to 
consummate  these  purchases,  if  they  are  to  be  permitted  at  all, 
$550,000  of  bonds  and  $150,000  of  capital  stock.  The  new 
company  would  have  assets  representing  the  full  amount  of  such 
issues  of  stod^  and  bonds  at  Aeir  par  value,  making  no  al- 
lowance or  valuation  for  its  established  business  relations  with  its 
customers  and  contracts  with  the  ci<y  authorities,  both  of  which 
have  in  fact  a  real  and  substantial  money  value.     •     •     • 

'^The  prices  fixed  by  the  Commission  are  to  be  the  maximmn 
prices  to  be  charged  for  gas  or  electricity  in  such  municipality 
until  the  Commission  shall,  upon  complaint  or  upon  investiga- 
tion conducted  by  it  on  its  own  initiative,  again  fix  a  dxSereni 
maximum. 

''The  petitioner  in  his  brief  in  this  case  states  that  the  new 
company  is  willing  to  file  a  written  stipulation  or  agreement 
with  the  Public  Service  Commission  that  it  will  not  increase  the 
present  schedule  of  rates  on  electricity  and  gas  in  the  city  of 
Lockport  without  first  obtaining  the  consent  and  order  of  th^ 
Public  Service  Commission  permitting  such  increasa  .  •  • 
In  case  of  any  increase  hereafter  in  the  price  of  gas  or  electric 
light  or  power  in  the  city  of  Lockport,  the  municipal  authorities 
and  citizens  would  have  full  power  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  Public  Service  Commission  in  the  manner  provided  in  §  ^^> 
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and  such  proceeding  would  find  on  file  with  the  Public  Service 
Commission  a  written  stipulation  and  agreement  of  the  com- 
panies not  to  increase  their  prices  without  obtaining  previous 
consent  from  the  Commission.  The  provision  for  future  ap- 
plication to  the  Commission  for  permission  to  change  prices  is 
clearly  necessary  to  cover  changes  of  condition  which  might  de- 
velop in  the  future;  as,  for  example,  an  important  increase  in 
the  cost  of  producing  gas  or  electricity/^ 

[2]  Regulation  of  public  service  corporations  has  developed 
the  fact  that  competition  and  regulation  do  not  go  hand  in  hand, 
but  are  directly  antagonistic  to  each  other;  and  it  has  also  been 
demonstrated  times  without  number  that  two  electric  light  and 
power  companies  whose  entire  business  is  confined  to  a  city  as 
small  as  Lockport  cannot  successfully  compete  and  earn  a  fair 
return  upon  the  capital  invested  unless  they  charge  excessive 
rates  for  the  service  performed.  There  is  a  needless  duplication 
of  property  which  is  entirely  unnecessary,  and  sooner  or  later 
one  or  the  other  of  the  companies  must  go  to  the  wall,  and  the 
public  must,  bear  the  burden  made  necessary  by  inviting  and 
fostering  competition  of  this  character.  Lockport  is  a  concrete 
illustration  of  that  fact.  If  the  city  of  Lockport  had  refused  to 
grant  the  frandiise  to  the  economy  company,  thus  enabling  it  to 
compete  with  the  gas  company,  the  question  of  the  necessity  for 
the  maintenance  and  operation  of  the  present  steam  plant  would 
probably  not  have  been  involved  in  the  question  of  rates  for 
electricity  in  Lockport.  However,  the  franchise  was  granted  and 
each  of  the  companies  was  obliged  to  fight  for  its  existence. 

Therefore,  in  view  of  what  has  transpired,  and  inasmuch  as 
the  city  granted  the  franchise  for  the  steam  heating  business  as 
well  as  electric  light  and  power  business  to  two  different  cor- 
porations, it  cannot  now  successfully  urge  that  the  owners  of  the 
property  which  was  installed  for  the  benefit  of  the  people  in  that 
city  should  not  be  allowed  to  earn  a  fair  return  upon  the  value 
of  the  property  employed  in  the  public  service.  This  is  a 
situation  which  was  created  by  the  city  of  Lotkport  alone,  and 
the  owners  of  the  property  must  be  allowed  a  reasonable  op- 
portunity to  work  out  of  the  difiiculty.  It  is  a  well-known  fact 
that  a  concern  like  the  Lockport  company  cannot  always  be 
assured  that  it  will  have  a  never-failing  supply  of  hydroelectric 
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power,  even  though  it  does  come  from  the  mighty  f alk  of  Niagara. 
Delays  and  interruptions  are  a  necessary  incident  to  the  business 
of  transmitting  electric  energy  from  the  source  of  supply  to  the 
point  of  distribution  over  long  transmission  lines;  they  are  in 
most  instances  inevitable.    When  this  happens^  all  the  industries 
dependent  upon  this  power  are  subject  to  serious  loss  and  incon- 
venience even  if  the  interruption  in  the  service  is  only  of  brief 
duration.    There  is  hardly  an  electric  light  and  power  company 
of  any  consequence  in  the  state  which  purchases  hydroelectric 
energy  for  distribution  which  has  not  some  sort  of  steam  reserve 
to  back  it  up  for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  interruptions,  as 
well  as  to  cut  down  the  peak,  inasmuch  as  hydroelectric  power  is 
usually  sold  on  the  basis  of  the  peak-load  demand.     It  ma;  be 
that  the  steam  plant  will  not  be  called  on  for  weeks  at  a  time 
to  supply  electricity  because  of  the  failure  of  the  hydroelectric 
energy,  but  when  it  is  needed,  it  is  there  ready  for  use,  and  it 
enables  the  company  to  continue  to  supply  its  customers  and 
reduce  serious  losses  which  might  result  if  power  were  not  im- 
mediately available.    It  is  considered  good  engineering  practice 
to  have  such  a  steam  reserve,  and  we  have  found  nothing  in  the 
record  which  would  justify  us  in  holding  to  the  contrary.    Since 
the  application  in  this  case  for  an  increase  in  rates  was  made, 
and  as  showing  the  fallacy  of  the  argument  that  where  power 
from  Niagara  is  available,  as  in  the  present  case^  it  is  unneces- 
sary to  have  any  steam  reserve,  there  has  been  developed  almost 
at  the  brink  of  Niagara  Falls,  so  to  speak,  a  tremendous  steam 
plant,  and  this  has  been  done,  not  only  for  the  purpose  of  insur- 
ing a  continuous  supply  of  power  in  Buffalo  and  vicinity,  but 
also  to  supplement  the  resources  of  Niagara  Falls,  and  this  de- 
velopment was  decided  upon  before  the  beginning  of  the  present 
European  conflict    In  addition  to  this,  anotheor  one  of  the  large 
power  companies  distributing  electricity  generated  at  Niagara 
Falls  has  found  it  extremely  desirable  to  have  a  large  steam  plant 
at  Lyons,  New  York,  to  take  care  of  interruptions  in  its  source 
of  supply  and  on  its  distributing  lines,  and  also  to  eke  out  the 
supply  which  is  available  from  Niagara  Falls  at  times  of  peak 
demand.    Added  to  this,  the  fact  that  the  power  irom  Niagara 
Falls  has  been  diverted  to  uses  which  are  considered  of  great 
importance  by  the  government  in  these  strenuous  times,  and  that 
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the  supply  of  energy  from  this  source  is  also  being  materially 
cut  down^  and  none  of  the  power  at  Niagara  may  in  the  near 
future  be  available  for  Lockport^  we  think  that  the  fact  that 
there  is  a  steam  plant  for  use  in  Lookport  is  of  very  great  im- 
portance to  the  eity  and  its  inhabitants  and  the  industries  therein, 
and  that  the  city,  as  well  as  the  company,  is  fortunate  in  having 
such  a  plant  available  for  use  continuously  if  the  demand  arises. 
We  say  this  with  all  due  respect  to  the  last  engineer  which  the 
city  employed  in  this  case,  Mr.  Ballard,  from  whose  testimony 
it  mi^t  almost  be  inferred  that  a  steam  plant  for  generating 
electricity  in  Lo(d:port  is  entirely  unnecessary. 

The  first  engineer  employed  by  the  city,  Mr.  McClellan,  is  a 
man  of  excellent  reputation  as  an  engineer.  He  was  fully  com- 
petent to  advise  the  city  in  this  case,  and  we  believe  that  the 
advice  which  he  did  give  it  was  sound  and  reasonable.  The  fact 
that  the  representatives  of  the  city  have  been  dissatisfied  with 
that  advice  does  not  alter  the  fact  in  any  way.  Merely  because 
the  advice  which  we  receive  from  an  engineer  is  not  to  our  liking 
does  not  establish  satisfactorily  that  that  advice  is  unsound  or 
unfair  where  there  is  not  satisfactory  proof  that  his  findings  are 
incorrect  or  not  based  on  facts.  Mr.  McClellan  has  been  very 
severely  criticized  in  this  case,  but  we  think  this  criticism  has 
been  unwarranted  by  the  facts.  We  think  it  proper  at  this  time 
to  quote  from  the  report  made  by  him  to  the  city  of  Lockport 
with  regard  to  the  necessity  and  justification  for  a  steam  plant 
in  Lockport: 

"A  steam  plant  is  necessary  for  a  proper  electric  service  in 
the  city  of  Lockport.  In  the  first  place,  the  conditions  of  the 
contract  of  the  company  with  these  companies  which  supply  it 
with  power  from  Niagara  include  that  thjs  power  may  be  taken 
off  from  1 :00  a.  m.  and  5 :00  a.  m.  any  day.  The  power  from 
this  source  may  be  cut  off  accidentally  at  any  time  for  a  more  or 
less  protracted  period,  especially  under  severe^  weather  condi- 
tions. It  is  desirable  that  the  street  lighting  and  lighting  in 
buildings  where  crowds  are  likely  to  be,  should  not  be  cut  off. 
It  is  true  that  the  city  of  Buffalo  near  by  has  no  auxiliary  plant. 
There  are,  however,  two  distinct  transmission  lines  over  separate 
rights  of  way  from  Niagara  Falls,  on  opposite  sides  of  the  Ni- 
agara river.    There  is  also  a  very  large  direct  current  system  in 
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the  busy  portion  of  the  town  supported  by  largo  storage  bat- 
teries. 

"In  addition  to  these  circumstances  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  investment  in  the  plant  is  made.  The  plant  has  also 
a  practical  advantage  in  that  it  can  be  used  to  cut  off  the  peak 
of  the  demand  for  power  purchased  under  contract.  It  is  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  tell  whether  this  will  save  the  company 
money,  or  not,  under  the  new  contract  conditions.  Undoubtedly 
if  the  company  used  the  plant  for  twelve  months  in  the  year,  the 
peak  could  be  kept  down.  It  would  take  a  large  amount  of  in- 
vestigation, however,  and  perhaps  experiment,  to  determine  if  it 
would  be  profitable  to  run  the  steam  plant  for  this  purpose  dur- 
ing the  summer  months,  when  the  extra  steam  could  not  be  uaed 
for  any  profitable  purpose.  We  have  not  thought  it  desirable 
or  necessary  to  expend  the  time  and  money  on  this  point  when 
the  results  would  necessarily  be  unsatisfactory  to  determine  how 
the  investment  in  the  steam  plant  should  be  allocated  between  the 
electric  and  steam  services. 

"The  Elm  Street  Plant  is  designed  for  this  particular  pur- 
pose. The  efficiency  of  the  plant  as  a  power  generating  plant 
is  not  high,  and  is  correspondingly  less  expensive  than  would 
be  a  highly  efficient  steam  generating  plant.  This  is  as  it  should 
be.  We  are  of  the  opinion,  therefore,  that  all  of  the  engine  room 
equipment  should  be  allocated  to  the  electric  department 

"The  boiler  room  must  be  treated  somewhat  differently.  It  is 
very  efficient,  well  equipped,  and  designed  to  make  steam  very 
cheaply.  The  boilers  are  equipped  with  stokers.  It  is  probable 
that  a  boiler  plant  for  an  auxiliary  steam  plant  would  not  be 
built  in  this  way,  but  the  difference  in  cost  would  not  be  material. 
The  stokers  might  be  used  in  such  a  plant  or  they  might  be  omit- 
ted, according  to  the  whim  of  the  designing  engineer. 

"According  to  one  point  of  view,  therefore,  we  might  allocate 
all  the  boiler  plant  and  steam  engine  plant  with  the  exception  of 
the  stokers  to  the  electric  service,  and  debit  the  heating  plant 
with  the  stokers  for  the  reason  that  they  would  be  installed  only 
for  the  continuous  generation  for  steam  heating  purposes,  and 
in  order  to  reduce  as  far  as  possible  the  expenditure  for  coal 
and  labor  in  the  manufacture  of  steam. 

'We  cannot  convince  ourselves,  however,  that  this  is  an  equi- 
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table  solution.  There  are  two  distinct  sets  of  customers;  each 
set  desiring  to  get  its  service  at  the  lowest  possible  cost  If  a 
separate  company  were  providing  the  steam  service,  they  would 
have  to  build  a  boiler  plant.  .We  have  agreed  above  that  an 
independent  electric  company  would  ha^e  to  build  a  boil^  plant 
for  auxiliary  service.  There  is  a  tendency  for  the  electric  con- 
sumers to  regard  the  steam  as  a  by-product.  There  is  no  reason 
at  all,  however,  why  a  steam  company  should  not  put  its  steam 
through  a  power  generatii^  plant,  regarding  the  power  as  a  by- 
produet^  instead  of  feeding  the  steam  directly  into  its  mains. 
We  have  met  this  same  difficulty  before  in  tabulating  the  cost  of 
lighting  and  heating  in  large  office  buildings. 

^There  does  not  seem  to  be  any  scientific  or  truly  logical  way 
of  allocating  the  costs  of  this  boiler  plant  between  the  two  serv- 
ices. There  is  not  sufficient  data.  In  such  cases  it  is  neoessary 
to  compromise.  We  are  inclined  to  think  that  the  best  solution  is 
to  imagine  that  two  companies  are  preparing  simultaneously 
to  give  the  two  services,  and,  suddenly  perceiving  that  each  one 
is  inve^ng  his  money  in  a  separate  boiler  plant,  decide  to  open 
negotiations  by  which  one  boiler  plant  will  be  built,  each  paying 
half.  If  such  a  hypothesis  be  reasonable,  and  we  think  it  is, 
it  is  proper  for  us,  without  attempting  to  split  hairs,  to  regard 
half  the  boiler  plant  as  belonging  to  the  steam  plant.'' 

^^Steam  Generation:  $19,056.55 

"There  is  no  question  that  a  part  of  this  cost  must  be  charged 
out  to  the  steam  heating  department.  In  this  application  the 
company  has  charged  out  44^  per  cent  of  the  same  group  of  ex- 
penses for  the  year  1912. 

"As  stated  above,  this  steam  plant  can  be  used  as  a  straight 
reserve,  operated  only  when  the  power  supply  from  Niagara 
Falls  is  cut  off,  or  it  can  be  operated  so  as  to  reduce  the  peak  of 
the  power  purchased  from  IsTiagara  Falls.  There  is  not  in- 
formation, however,  available  to  determine  which  would  be  better 
operation.  We  have  figured  that,  if  this  plant  were  operated  as 
a  simple  reserve  for  emergency  purposes,  approximately  70  per 
eent  of  the  total  operating  expenses  might  be  charged  to  steam. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  operated  to  reduce  the  peak  demand  of 
purchased  power,  apparently  40  per  cent  would  be  charged  to 
steam  reserve.    For  the  purpose  of  this  general  study,  therefore, 
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we  shall  asstuue  that  50  per  cent  of  the  total  operating  expense 
of  this  station  should  be  charged  to  the  ateam  liimtiTig  depart- 
ment." 

[3]  A  great  deal  has  been  said  in  this  case  with  regard  to 
the  contracts  made  by  the  company  for  its  supply  of  Niagara 
power  and  the  price  paid  for  such  power.  Considerable  of  this 
is  ancient  history^  and  deals  with  conditions  which  existed  long 
prior  to  the  time  when  ikiB  CommissioiL  was  created  or  the  Lock- 
port  company  had  been  brought  into  existence. 

On  October  10,  1905,  a  contract  was  entered  into  between  the 
Lockport  Gas  &  Electric  Light  Company  and  Niagara,  Lockport, 
&  Ontario  Power  Company  (hereinafter  called  the  Niagara 
company)  cohering  power  supplied  by  the  Niagara  ocxnpany  at 
$16  p^  h.  p.  This  contract  was  subsequently  assigned  to  the 
Lockport  Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company.  Prior  to  January 
15,  1916,  the  Lockport  company  had  taken  power  under  this 
contract  up  to  about  3,000  h.  p.  At  that  time  the  International 
Power  &  Transmission  Company  (hereinaft^  called  the  trans- 
mission company)  was  a  oorporaticm  owning  a  small  amount  of 
property,  but  really  acting  as  a  broker  for  electric  power  on  the 
outskirts  of  Lockport,  and  it  was  supplying  electrical  energy  to 
three  large  power  consumers.  It  had  a  contract  with  the  Niagara 
company  bearing  date  April  7,  1906,  under  which  it  could  ob- 
tain a  maximum  of  20,000  h.  p.  from  the  Niagara  company  at 
$16  per  h.  p.  The  transmission  company  also  has  a  supplemental 
agreement  with  the  Niagara  company,  pursuant  to  which  it  re- 
ceives an  allowance  or  commission  from  the  Niagara  company  of 
50  cents  per  h.  p.  on  all  power  purchased  by  it  from  the  Niagara 
company,  or  which  may  be  sold  by  the  Niagara  company  to  the 
Lockport  company  or  anyone  else  in  Lockport.  The  transmission 
company  prior  to  January  15,  1915,  had  taken  power  under  its 
contract  to  the  extent  of  about  2,000  h.  p.  A  dispute  had  arisen 
between  the  Lockport  company  and  the  Niagara  company  as  to 
the  amount  of  power  which  the  Lockport  company  was  entitled 
to  take  under  this  contract  at  the  rate  of  $16  per  h.  p.  The 
Niagara  company  insisted  that  it  was  not  obligated  to  supply 
more  than  1,000  h.  p.  at  this  price,  and  that  the  Lockport  com- 
pany must  cease  to  take  power  in  excess  of  that  amount  unless 
some  special  arrangement  was  made  therefor  in  respect  to  price. 
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The  only  other  cheap  power  which  was  available  in  that  locality 
was  that  controlled  by  the  transmission  company,  and  it  would 
appear  that  the  object  of  the  Niagara  company  was  to  compel 
the  Lockport  company  and  the  transmission  company  to  include 
in  the  20,000  h.  p.  block  of  the  transmission  company  all  power 
required  by  the  Lockport  company  in  excess  of  1,000  h.  p.  We 
say  this  because  the  parties  then  in  control  of  the  transmission 
<!ompany  were  also  largely  interested  in  the  affairs  of  the  Lock- 
port  company.  Then,  again,  this  attitude  on  the  part  of  the 
Niagara  company  was  not  altogether  unreasonable,  because  it  had 
a  definite  fixed  contract  with  the  transmission  company  calling 
for  a  maximum  of  20,000  h.  p.,  only  a  small  portion  of  which  had 
been  used  up  to  that  time,  and  the  demands  of  the  Lockport  com- 
pany, as  hereinbefore  stated,  had  been  in  the  neighborhood  of 
3,000  h.  p.,  and  there  seemed  to  be  no  good  reason  why  these 
demands  should  not  be  combined,  there  being  no  evidence  that 
the  transmission  company  would  call  for  any  increased  amounts 
of  power  under  its  contract  in  the  near  future,  and  there  being 
an  opportunity  for  the  Niagara  company  to  dispose  of  all  surplus 
power  whidi  it  might  have  available.  In  other  words  the  Niag- 
ara company  wished  to  have  definitely  determined  what  its  ob- 
ligations were  with  respect  to  the  amount  of  power  which  it 
might  be  called  on  to  furnish,  in  Lockport  as  well  as  elsewhere. 

On  January  15,  1915,  a  contract  was  entered  into  between 
the  Niagara  company,  the  Lockport  company,  and  the  trans- 
mission company,  which  provided  tiiat  the  Lockport  company 
should  take  all  of  its  power  in  excess  of  1,000  h.  p.  irom  the 
transmission  company,  the  power  so  taken  to  be  considered  as  a 
part  of  the  power  covered  by  the  contract  between  the  trans- 
mission company  and  the  Niagara  company.  On  the  same  date 
a  contract  was  entered  into  between  the  Lockport  ^mpany  and 
the  transmission  company,  under  wliich  it  was  agreed  that  the 
Lockport  company  should  pay  the  transmission  company  $18 
per  h.  p.  for  the  power  taken  under  that  contract. 

If  the  Lockport  company  had  been  entirely  independent  of  the 
other  two  corporations,  and  had  been  dealing  with  them  at  arm's 
length,  we  nii^tprestmie  that  the  action  which  it  took  was 
necessary  and  advisable.  So  far  as  we  know,  there  was  no  com- 
munity of  interest  between  the  Lockport  tod  Niagara  compatiies, 
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but  the  situation  was  different  as  regards  the  relations  of  the 
Lockport  and  transmission  companies.  The  Lockport  company 
now  owns  all  the  stock  of  the  transmission  company,  and  at  the 
time  in  question  the  transmission  company  stock  was  held  by 
individuals  who  exercised  a  great,  if  not  controlling,  influence  on 
the  actions  of  the  Lockport  company.  It  therefore  becomes  neces- 
sary for  us  to  consider  whether  the  Lockport  company  was 
justified  in  allowing  its  contract  with  the  Niagara  company  to 
be  limited  to  1,000  h.  p.  without  a  contest,  and  whether  the  price 
charged  the  Lockport  company  by  the  transmission  company  for 
power  was  just  and  reasonable  so  that  the  full  amounts  paid  by 
the  Lockport  company  for  such  power  can  fairly  be  included  in 
its  operating  expenses. 

It  must  be  admitted  that  there  is  room  for  a^ument  as  to 
whether  the  1906  contract  between  the  Niagara  company  and 
the  Lockport  Gas  &  Electric  Company,  and  assigned  on  January 
22,  1908,  to  the  present  Lockport  company,  ^entitled  the  latter 
company  to  unlimited  power,  or  whether  its  rights  were  limited 
to  a  maximum  of  1,000  h.  p.  A  careful  study  of  this  contract, 
however,  leads  us  to  believe  that  it  was  intended  that  the  Lock- 
port  company  should  have  all  of  the  power  which  it  might  require 
for  the  purposes  of  its  business  at  $16  per  h.  p.  This  is  borne 
out  by  the  fact  that  this  was  to  be  the  price  for  the  quantity  which 
was  first  definitely  fixed,  and  the  Lockport  company  was  obligat- 
ed to  buy  its  additional  power  from  the  Niagara  company  We 
seriously  doubt  whether  the  Lockport  company  was  justified  in 
giving  up  this  apparent  right,  and  then  attempting  to  collect 
from  its  consumers  any  excess  amounts  involved  in  the  payment 
of  a  higher  price,  at  least  until  some  attempt  had  been  made  to 
uphold  its  rights  under  this  contract  Pursuing  the  matter  fu^ 
ther,  we  find  that  under  the  contract  of  January  16,  1915,  the 
power  continued  to  go  to  the  Lockport  company  just  as  it  did 
before.  The  transmission  company  was  not  obliged  to  make 
any  additional  investment  so  far  as  we  are  advised.  Apparently 
the  only  expense  involved  in  furnishing  to  the  Lockport  company 
a  portion  of  the  large  block  of  power  which  the  transmission 
company  had  hitherto  been  unable  to  sell,  consisted  in  taking 
the  bills  rendered  to  the  transmission  company  by  the  Niagara 
company,  adding  $2  per  h.  p.,  passing  them  along  to  the  Lockport 
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company,  and  receiving  payment  from  the  Lockport  company  at 
the  increased  price.  The  allowance  of  50  cents  per  h.  p.,  which 
the  transmission  company  received  from  the  Xiagara  company 
under  the  supplemental  agreement,  would  have  amounted  to 
over  $1,000  in  1915  and  over  $1,300  in  1916,  and  this  would 
certainly  have  been  ample  to  pay  it  for  all  the  expenses  involved 
in  supplying  power  to  the  Lockport  company,  as  well  as  a  return 
on  any  investment  which  might  have  been  involved.  In  this 
connection,  however,  we  must  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  since 
the  Lockport  company  has  acquired  ownership  of  the  transmis- 
sion company's  stock  (which  occurred  in  1916),  the  transmission 
company  has  been  billing  the  Lockport  company  at  $16  per  h. 
p.,  and  figures  which  we  have  obtained  for  the  year  1917  show 
that  the  transmission  company  has  a  substantial  net  income 
derived  from  its  other  business  and  from  the  50  cent  allowance. 
The  additional  price  was  only  paid  by  the  Lockport  company 
during  the  years  1915  and  1916,  but  these  years  materially 
influence  the  disposition  of  this  case,  particularly  as  most  of  the 
figures  herein  have  been  based  on  operations  for  1916.  Under 
the  circumstances  which  we  have  related,  we  do  not  believe  that 
the  consumers  of  electricity  in  Lockport  should  be  burdened  by 
the  additional  amounts  paid  by  the  Lockport  company  for  power 
during  these  years,  and  we  have  adjusted  the  Lockport  company's 
reported  operating  expenses  accordingly.  The  adjustments  in- 
volved are  as  follows: 


1015 
1916 

1915 
1916 


Paid  Transmission 

Company  for 

Power. 


$88,693 
47,490 


Amount  AUowed. 


$34,893 
42,213 


Adjustment. 


$4,300 
5,277 


Total  Paid 
for  Electric  Power. 


$47,656 
57,584 


Amount  Allowed. 


$43,256 
52,307 


Adjustment. 


$4,300 
5,277 


It  should  be  mentioned  here  that  the  city  made  no  such  cor- 
rections in  its  presentation  of  the  case,  although  its  counsel  did 
call  attention  to  the  matter  of  power  contracts  in  his  argument. 
In  the  exhibits  prepared  by  Mr.  Ballard  he  used  the  exact 
amounts  reported  by  the  Lockport  company  as  having  been  paid 
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for  power ;  and  he  stated  on  examination  that  he  was  not  familiar 
with  the  contracts  and  did  not  consider  them  important;  but  we 
are  unable  to  agree  with  that  conclusion. 

The  city  has  well  said  in  its  reply  brief  in  this  case  at  page  1: 
^The  question  involved  in  this  case  will  never  be  settled  imtil 
it  is  settled  right.  And  the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be  settled 
right  is  by  getting  down  to  and  dealing  with  fundamentals.  And 
the  first  great  fundamental  that  must  be  dealt  with  and  disposed 
of  is  this :  What  was  the  fair  value  in  1907  of  the  electric  prop 
erties  taken  over  by  the  present  company?  With  that  question 
settled^  everything  else  will  be  detail  and  easy  of  solution,  as 
there  have  been  no  marked  changes  in  conditions  since  then." 

The  Commission  fully  approves  of  this  statement^  and  it  be- 
lieves that,  when  this  case  is  finally  determined,  it  will  be 
determined  right,  and  that  its  findings  will  be  just  and  fair  to 
both  parties.  In  a  controversy  such  as  this  one,  we  fed  that 
this  is  an  extremely  difficult  matter,  because  of  the  apparent 
differences  of  opinion  on  various  facts  which  seem  to  have  been 
established  in  this  case. 

We  have  endeavored  to  determine  the  present  value  of  the 
property  of  the  Lockport  company  used  in  the  electric  light  and 
power  department  in  several  different  ways,  and  the  result  which 
has  been  obtained  satisfies  us  that  the  conclusions  whidi  we  have 
reached  are  as  nearly  correct  as  it  is  possible  to  have  them  in 
a  case  which  presents  as  many  complications  as  the  present  one. 
The  first  time  the  affairs  of  this  company,  ^r  its  predecessors, 
were  before  the  Commission,  it  seined  to  be  necessary  to  as- 
certain what  property  the  constituent  companies  owned  and  the 
value  of  that  property,  so  it  might  be  determined  whether  the 
corporation  was  justified  in  issuing  the  amount  of  capital  asked 
for  in  its  petition.  For  the  purposes  of  that  case  the  property 
was  valued  by  Mr,  Crowell,  who  was  then  the  engineer  of  the 
Commission.  Probably  the  first  work  which  he  undertook  after 
lie  became  associated  with  the  Commission  was  the  examination 
of  the  Lookport  properties.  Prior  to  his  connection  with  the 
Commission  he  had  for  many  years  been  engaged  in  the  electrioal 
business,  and  was  familiar  with  the  electric  light  and  power  de- 
velopment and  the  expenditures  incident  thereto  practically  from 
the  beginning  of  the  electrical  industry  on  a  large  scale,  so  that 
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he  had  an  extensive  knowledge  concerning  the  costs  of  labor  and 
material  and  other  expenses  incident  to  the  construction  of  elec- 
tric light  and  power  plants  and  distribution  systems.  With  this 
in  mind,  we  think  we  may  properly  infer  that  the  values  which 
he  placed  upon  the  Lockport  properties  did  include  such  ordinary 
physical  overheads  as  might  be  properly  allocated  to  the  prop- 
erty, and  that  he  intended  the  values  determined  by  him  to 
represent  the  value  of  the  property  as  it  then  existed,  and  his 
report  so  states.  In  other  words  the  values  given  in  his  report 
are  the  depreciated  values  of  the  property,  including  the  over- 
heads which  he  considered  properly  applicable  thereto.  If  the 
conclusions  which  we  have  reached  in  this  respect  are  correct, 
then  of  course  the  only  depreciation  which  we  are  required  to 
consider  in  connection  with  the  Crowell  valuation  is  that  which 
has  accrued  since  July,  1907.  We  have  taken  his  report  which 
bears  date  July  22,  1907,  segregated  the  items  pertaining  to  the 
electric  department,  and  have  added  to  them  the  various  net 
amounts  expended  by  the  company  from  January  1,  1908,  to 
December  31,  1916,  as  shown  on  the  books  of  the  corporation, 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  how  this  compares  with  the  book 
values  of  the  company,  taking  the  1912  allocation  approved  by 
the  Commission  as  a  starting  point  The  figures  used  for  this 
purpose  are  set  forth  in  the  following  tabulation: 

TABULATION  "A." 
CROWBLL  RBPORT  JULY,  1907. 

Sconomy  Light,  Futi,  d  P^yvotr  Oo. 

>  Land  $15,000 — divided  same  as  bnlldinir $0,760.00 

>  Buildings  including  architects*  fe«8  and  Interest  during 

construction    $84,600,    apportioned    on    basis    of    floor 

space — 30%   for   engine   room    $10,360.00 

70%  for  boUer  room  $24,160--|  electric   .-, 12,0764)0      22,426.00 

Electric  plant   18,625.00 

Electric  distribution  system    35,910.00 

>  Steam  plant  $45,200— i  electric 22,600.00 

^  Construction   account   $21,907.68 — I   electric    10,068.76 

120,168.76 
Lockport  0q9  d  Electric  Light  Co. 
Sleciric  Plant: 

Electric  transmissions  and  transformer  house 10,466.00 

Electric  distribution  system    76,600.00 

Electric   station    82,976.00 

Office   fumltnra 750.00     170,790.00 

290,968.76 
(No  allowance   made  for  materials   and  supplies  or 
other  working  capital  \ 

^  DlYinlonn  made  by  the  Commission  for  this  case. 
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TABULATION  "A."— Oonftnued. 

>  Net  additions  to  electric  flxed  capital  7/1/07  to  12/31/12 
44%  of  net  additions  to  general  structures,  etc  7/1/07  to 
12/31/12   


'Net  additions  to  electric  flxed  capital  12/31/12/  to 
12/81/16    

44%  of  net  additions  to  general  stractores,  etc  12/31/12  to 
12/31/16     


$100,281.09 

18.817.68 

410,052.53 

64,386.92 

415.07 


Total     $474,854.52 

COMPANY— 1912    ALLOCATION 
(With  transfers  between  accounts  as  made  in  case  5769) 

Blectrie  Department 

^Land  devoted  to  electric  operations 

Elm  street  land  $6,000  dlYlded  same  as  building $3,900.00 

Market  street  land    2,500.00 


Organisation    • 

>  Power  plant  buildings 

Building  proper  $30,825 — 80%  for  engine  room 9,247 J^O 

70%  for  boiler  room — i  electric   10,788.75 

Coal  trestle,  stacks,  etc  $18,045 — |  electric  6,522.50 


$6,400.00 
2,441.93 


^Furnaces,  boilers  and  accessories  $49,065 — I  electric 

Steam   engine    

Electric  generators    

Accessory  electric  power  equipment 

Miscellaneous  power  plant  equipment 

Substation    buildings 

Substation  equipment 

Poles   and   fixtures    

Underground    conduits    

Transmission   system 

Distribution  system   

Line  transformers  and  devices   

Electric   services 

Electric   meters 

Electric    meter    installation    

Municipal  street  lighting  system  

Commercial  arc  lamps 

Glower   lamps 

Electric  tools  and  implements   

Electric  laboratory  equipment 


26,568.75 

24.532.50 
15,200.00 
60,000.00 
34,567.00 
460.00 

2,000.00 
16,200.00 
27,077.00 
11,850.00 

7,935.00 
84,167.00 
21,200.00 
10,658.01 
25,899.00 

3,220.00 
15,627.00 

1,895.14 

4,124.00 
991.00 

1,114.00 


854,117.82 


General 

Land     $12,000.00 

General   structures    27,300.00 

General   equipment    7,620.00 


46,920.00 — 14%  electric       20,644.80 


874,762.12 

"Net  addlUons  to  electric  flxed  capital  12/31/12  to  12/31/16 64,386.02 

44%  of  net  additions  U  general  structures,  etc  12/31/12  to  12/81/16  415.07 


Total     $439,564.11 


1  DlYlslons  made  i>y  the  Commission  for  this  case. 

>  Contains  only  described  proDortlons  of  ezMUdltnres  for  buildings  and  boilen. 
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It  will  be  noticed  that  on  the  basis  of  the  Crowell  report  the 
value  of  the  property  December  31,  1916,  was  $474,854.52,  and 
that  the  comparable  figures  on  the  company's  books  show  a  prop- 
erty value  of  $439,564.11  as  of  the  same  date.  In  this  statement 
nothing  has  been  allowed  for  working  capital  in  either  set  of 
figures,  nor  in  the  company's  figures,  for  the  various  overheads 
which  it  is  claimed  should  be  allowed  in  this  case.  In  arriving 
at  these  values,  we  have  allocated  the  power  plant  buildings  on 
the  basis  of  30  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  buildings  at  the  Elm 
street  plant  to  the  engine  room  and  70  per  cent  to  the  boiler 
room.  We  have  assumed  that  all  of  the  engine  room  should  be 
charged  to  the  electric  department,  while  the  boiler  room  should 
be  charged  one  half  to  the  electric  department  and  one  half  to 
the  steam  plant.  We  have  also  allocated  one  half  of  the  fur- 
naces, boilers,  and  accessories  to  the  electric  plant  and  one  half 
to  the  steam  plant.  We  are  of  the  opinion  that  Mr.  Orowell  in 
his  report  estimated  the  value  of  the  property  as  it  then  existed 
and  including  something  for  overheads,  as  we  have  hereinbefore 
stated.  Just  how  much  this  was  we  are  unable  to  determine; 
but,  inasmuch  as  he  stated  that  the  valuations  are  intended  to 
represent  "physical  values  of  going  concerns  and  the  equipment 
is  assumed  to  be  in  good  operating  condition,''  we  think  he  did 
include  in  these  values  some  of  the  overheads  which  were  com- 
monly known  in  the  industry  at  that  time.  Since  then  there  has 
been  a  much  greater  development  in  the  matter  of  overheads  due 
largely  to  engineering  investigations,  the  improved  methods  of 
determining  costs  of  reproduction  of  electric  plants,  and  to 
improved  methods  of  bookkeeping;  and  it  is  quite  probable  that 
he  did  not  include  all  of  the  overheads  which  are  now  usually 
recognized  in  rate  cases.  We  say  this  advisedly  because  we  know 
that  there  are  many  expenses  incurred  in  building  up  a  property 
of  this  character  which  v^re  not  given  as  much  consideration  in 
the  early  days  of  regulation  as  they  are  at  the  present  time. 
The  figures  representing  present  values,  as  set  forth  in  this 
tabulation,  do  not  take  into  consideration  the  question  of  the 
amount  of  depreciation  which  should  be  deducted  from  the  prop- 
erty values  shown.  The  difference  between  the  totals  amounting 
to  something  like  $35,000  represents,  we  believe,  the  overheads^ 
included  by  Mr.  Crowell,  but  excluded  by  the  company  in  pre- 
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paring  the  1912  allocation,  and  it  also  probably  represents  some 
additional  depreciation  which  was  taken  into  consideration  by 
the  company  in  setting  up  that  allocation  and  which  had  accrued 
between  the  time  of  the  Crowell  report  and  December  31,  1912. 
When  the  1912  allocation  was  made  the  company  was  required  to 
put  on  its  books  the  labor  and  material  cost  of  property  as  of 
December  31,  1912,  and  then  set  up  a  depreciation  suspense  to 
represent  the  amount  of  accrued  depreciation.  It  is  well  known 
by  the  Commission  that  the  company  was  not  given  permission 
to  include  overheads  in  making  this  particular  allocation,  and 
we  now  believe  that,  if  the  reproduction  values  had  been  used 
at  that  time  and  the  proper  amount  had  been  set  up  for  a  de- 
preciation suspense,  this  case  would  have  presented  far  less 
complication. 

[4]  There  is  a  substantial  difference  of  opinion  in  this  case 
between  the  representatives  of  the  company  and  the  city  as  re- 
spects the  Elm  street  steam  plant  and  the  method  of  allocating 
it  as  between  the  electric  plant  and  the  steam  heating  plant  The 
company  contends  that  all  of  this  plant  should  be  charged  to 
the  electric  utility  because  it  is  a  peak  load  station  and  also  a 
steam  reserve.  The  city's  engineer,  Mr.  Ballard,  on  the  other 
hand,  insists  that  80  per  cent  of  this  plant  should  be  charged 
against  the  steam  heating  utility  and  20  per  cent  to  the  electric, 
while  Mr.  McClellan  in  his  report  to  the  city  stated  that  it  should 
be  divided  equally  between  the  two  departments.  We  do  not 
think  that  the  contention  of  the  company,  or  that  of  Mr.  Ballard, 
is  the  one  for  us  to  adopt.  Steam  heating  is  now  and  has  for 
many  years  been  a  substantial  portion  of  the  company's  total 
business.  Historically,  the  steam  heating  business  antedates 
electric  service  so  far  as  this  plant  is  concerned,  and  we  do  not 
see  how  in  justice  to  the  users  of  electricity,  the  steam  can  be 
considered  solely  as  a  by-p;roduct,  although  it  must  be  admitted 
that  commercial  steam  heating  is  nearly  always  considered  as 
a  by-product,  and  could  not  be  sold  profitably  on  any  other  basis. 
The  city  claims  that  the  allocation  should  be  on  the  theoretical 
apportionment  of  the  total  heat  in  the  steam  which  is  used  by 
the  engines  for  generating  electricity  and  by  the  steam  system 
for  heating.  Assuming  that  the  theory  of  Mr.  Ballard  is  correct 
in  respect  to  the  manner  in  which  the  heat  units  are  distributed 
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as  the  steam  is  used,  it  must  be  observed  that  it  entirely  overlooks 
the  inherently  ine£5icient  qualities  of  engines  and  steam  turbines 
as  devices  for  transforming  heat  into  work.  It  is  probably  a  fact 
that  the  engines  in  the  Elm  street  plant  take  less  than  10  per 
cent  of  the  heat  out  of  the  steam,  and  that  the  balance  goes  to 
the  heating  system;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
engines  could  not  utilize  much  more  than  this  proportion  in 
any  event,  and  the  balance  would  have  to  be  wasted  if  not  used 
for  heating.  In  the  largest  and  most  e£Scient  plants,  using  con- 
densers and  not  doing  any  heating  but  designed  solely  for 
efficiency  in  generating  electricity,  the  turbines  (which  are  more 
efficient  than  engines)  do  not  utilize  much,  if  any,  more  than 
20  per  cent  of  the  heat  which  comes  to  them,  and  the  rest  is  a 
total  loss  which,  up  to  the  present  time,  engineering  skill  has  not 
been  able  to  overcome.  All  of  the  boilers  in  this  plant  are  re- 
quired for  operating  the  engines.  If  the  heating  system  should 
be  abandoned  it  would  be  theoretically  possible  to  cut  down  the 
boiler  plant  by  using  condensers,  but  the  saving  which  would  be 
made  in  the  cost  of  boilers  would  be  largely  offset  by  the  cost 
of  condensing  equipment.  The  situation  is  one,  therefore,  where 
the  boiler  plant  is  used  by  both  departments  in  common,  but  it 
would  be  required  just  as  it  is  by  either  department  standing  by 
itself.  We  say  this,  having  in  mind  the  fact  that  the  company 
is  in  the  situation  where  it  has  the  property,  and  it  is  employed 
in  the  public  service  and  has  been  for  many  years.  In  view 
'  of  that  situation,  which  we  are  obliged  to  deal  with  as  we  find 
it,  we  are  of  the  opinion  that  the  plan  advocated  by  Mr.  Mc- 
Clellan,  of  allocating  one  half  to  the  electric  department  and  one 
half  to  steam  heating,  is  fair,  based  strictly  on  the  merits  as 
we  have  discussed  them,  and  that  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  steam  as  a  by-product.  Certainly  it  is 
not  fair  to  the  users  of  electricity  to  load  an  unreasonable  amount 
of  this  expense  on  them,  but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  not  fair  to 
the  steam  heating  customers  of  the  company  to  unduly  burden 
them  with  any  portion  of  the  steam  plant  which  should  properly 
be  carried  by  the  electric  department.  The  electric  department 
is  not  discriminated  against  by  making  this  allocation,  because 
it  api)ears  in  the  record  that  the  Elm  street  plant  is  easily  worth 
to  that  department  its  entire  cost  for  use  in  holding  down  the 
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peak  on  purchased  power  and  for  use  as  a  stand-by.  Considering 
the  plant  from  this  last  standpoint,  there  is  considerable  merit 
in  the  claim  of  the  company,  that  all  of  this  expense  should  be 
charged  to  the  electric  department,  but,  as  heretofore  stated, 
we  think  that  the  decision  we  have  made  is  the  most  reasonable 
one  under  all  the  circumstances. 

[5]  The  records  of  the  Commission  show  condusively,  we 
think,  that  the  figures  used  by  the  company  in  the  1912  allocation 
were  based  on  labor  and  material  costs  without  the  uaual  over- 
heads. In  the  1907  case  the  petitions  of  the  economy  company 
and  the  gas  company  alleged  that  the  value  of  the  physical  prop- 
erty, exclusive  of  materials  and  supplies,  was  $873,107.81,  and 
claimed  a  total  value  including  intangibles  of  $1,149,300.  These 
values  apparently  did  not  take  into  account  the  question  of 
depreciation.  There  were  four  affidavits  in  that  proceeding,  to 
the  effect  that  the  value  of  the  property  in  question  was  equal 
to  the  amounts  set  forth  in  the  petition^.  Two  of  these  affidavits 
were  made  by  engineers,  who  stated  that  they  were  f  anuliar  with 
the  property.  Testimony  to  the  same  effect  was  also  given  on 
hearings  held  before  this  Commission.  Mr.  Crowell  undoubtedly 
took  into  consideration  the  question  of  depreciation  when  he 
made  his  valuation,  as  appears  from  his  report ;  and,  if  the  sub- 
ject of  depreciation  is  considered  in  connection  with  the  figures 
of  the  petitioners  above  referred  to,  then  the  results  reached 
are  fairly  comparable  with  those  ascertained  by  Crowell.  The 
1912  allocation  was  ordered  by  the  Conunission  in  a  capitaliza- 
tion case  (2548),  because  it  was  found  at  that  time  that  the 
books  of  the  company  did  not  show  the  allocation  of  its  property 
by  items,  and  consequently  it  was  impossible  to  follow  the  dif- 
ferent items  of  property  and  properly  account  for  the  same.  In 
making  this  allocation  it  was  considered  desirable,  from  a  book- 
keeping standpoint,  to  have  the  book  assets  in  1907  equal  the 
face  value  of  the  securities  then  issued,  so  the  company  would 
not  start  out  with  either  a  surplus  or  deficit  On  this  theory  it 
was  decided  that  the  fixed  capital  December  31,  1912,  should 
be  $700,000,  plus  the  cost  of  additions  made  since  1907,  which 
brought  the  total  amount  of  fixed  capital  to  $948,507.68.  This 
of  course  included  all  of  the  property  of  the  company  employed 
in  the  gas,  steam  heating,  and  electric  light  and  power  depart- 
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ments.  The  allocation  first  prepared  bj  the  company  and 
presented  to  the  Commission  for  consideration  may  be  smmnar- 
ized  as  follows : 

Labor  and  material  cost $964,642.00 

Physical  overheads   219,840.00 

General   overheads    128,179.68 

$1,312,661.68 

Depreciation   364,164.00 

Net   $   948,607.68 

This  matter  was  under  consideration  by  the  Commission  for 
nearly  two  years.  The  books  of  the  company  were  exhaustively 
examined  by  representatives  of  the  Commission,  and  the  property 
valuations  were  checked  by  its  engineers.  The  division  of  cap- 
italization required  the  company  to  determine  the  amount  which 
should  be  allocated  to  the  different  fixed  capital  accounts,  with* 
out  taking  into  consideration  the.  question  of  depreciation ;  and 
the  company  was  required  to  reduce  its  total  valuation  so  as  to 
accomplish  this  result.  It  could  have  been  done  by  scaling  down 
all  of  the  values,  labor,  and  material  items  as  well  as  overheads, 
but  it  was  finally  agreed  to  drop  the  question  of  overheads  en- 
tirely in  making  the  allocation  (the  representatives  of  the  com- 
pany, however,  stoutly  maintaining  that  it  did  not  waive  its 
contention  that  these  overheads  were  considered  reasonable  and 
legitimate) ;  and,  after  several  changes  were  made  in  the  values 
placed  on  various  items  to  comply  with  the  recommendations 
of  the  engineer  of  the  Commission,  the  company  did  scale  the 
labor  and  material  items  down  to  the  values  shown  in  the  final 
allocation  as  filed  and  approved  by  the  Commission  in  its  order 
of  December  10,  1913.  This  did  not  give  any  determination 
as  to  the  total  value  of  the  property,  for  the  figure  of  $948,507.68 
is  made  up  entirely  on  the  basis  of  using  the  limited  capitaliza- 
tion of  1907,  above  referred  to,  as  a  starting  point;  and  no 
allowance  even  was  made  for  the  excess  property  value  which 
existed  beyond  $700,000,  as  shown  in  the  Crowell  report.  That 
this  assumption  is  correct,  and  that  these  figures  only  purported 
to  represent  bare  labor  and  material  costs,  is  borne  out  by  the 
allocation  itself  and  by  the  report  of  the  engineer  of  the  Com- 
mission of  September  18,  1913,  which  states  that  the  figures  are 
reasonable  ^^on  the  assumption  that  the  amounts  •  •  •  rep- 
resent only  materials  and  labor,'^  and  by  the  evid^ice  which 
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has  been  given  in  this  case.  The  1912  allocation,  however,  does 
assist  us  materially  in  arriving  at  total  values,  because  it  is  a 
reliable  showing  of  labor  and  material  costs.  The  records  show 
that  the  company's  engineer,  in  preparing  it,  searched  the  records 
of  the  company,  and  used  the  actual  cost  figures  wherever  they 
could  be  found,  and  made  an  estimate  of  that  cost  where  the  exact 
figures  were  not  obtainable.  In  many  instances  where  items 
were  questioned  by  the  representatives  of  the  Commission, 
vouchers  were  produced  to  substantiate  the  figures  presented  by 
the  engineer  of  the  company.  No  attempt  was  made  by  the 
Commission  at  that  time  to  require  the  company  to  make  an  exact 
allocation  as  between  the  electric  and  steam  heating  departments. 
Its  principal  effort  was  to  see  that  the  proper  costs  were  assigned 
to  the  various  items  of  property.  It  is  therefore  desirable  at  this 
time  to  try  and  determine  what  the  reproduction  value  is  of  the 
property  employed  in  the  electric  department.  First,  we  will 
take  the  labor  and  material  cost  of  the  property  as  set  forth  in 
the  1912  allocation 

which  was    $897,619.00 

less  amount  included  in  land  and   representing 

three  houses  on  the  property  adjacent  to  the 

Elm  street  station  and  hereafter  included  in 

general  structures 2,000.00 

$895,619.00 

Dividinff  land  and  buildings  as  heretofore  dis- 
cussed makes  the  figures  for  boiler  plant: 

Land  4,200.00 

Buildings,  coal  trestle,  and  stacks 34,622.00 

Boilers  and  accessories 49,065.00 

87,887.00 
One  half  of  this  total  is  to  be  charged  to  steam  heating 43,944.00 

351,675.00 

Add  proportion  of  general  land,  general  structures  and  general 

equipment  (44%)    20,645.00 

Labor  and  material  cost  of  property  properly  chargeable  to 
electric  department  12/31/12    $372,320.00 

To  these  items  there  must  necessarily  be  added  something  for 
the  other  items  of  cost  necessarily  associated  with  the  establish- 
ment, creation,  and  development  of  the  property.  The  fact  that 
the  property  exists  is  indisputable  evidence  that  an  organization 
must  have  been  effected,  preliminary  studies  of  some  sort  made, 
and  the  enterprise  must  have  been  managed  and  admini&tereo 
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in  the  early  stages  of  its  development.  There  must  have  been 
expense  for  engineering,  purchasing  property  at  different  times, 
supervision  of  the  work,  and  other  miscellaneous  expenditures 
of  the  sort  which  everyone  who  is  familiar  with  construction 
work  of  this  character  knows  it  is  necessary  to  incur  as  a  part  of 
the  work.  These  expenses  are  organization,  administration, 
legal  expenses,  engineering,  and  superintendence,  general  ex- 
penses and  interest  during  construction.  There  are  other  itema 
claimed  by  the  company,  such  as  piecemeal  construction,  con- 
tingencies, incidentals,  and  omissions  which  are  to  a  considerable 
extent  real  and  which  do  have  an  influence  on  the  cost  of  the 
property.  These  are,  however,  things  which  should  properly 
be  included  in  the  unit  costs^  and  we  think  they  are  probably 
included  in  the  1912  allocation.  In  any  event  they  are  undoubt- 
edly included  in  the  figures  covering  additions  since  1912,  be- 
cause the  books  of  the  company  show  what  its  costs  have  been. 
There  is  a  wide  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the  various  percentages 
which  should  be  used  for  the  various  items  of  physical  properly, 
but  experience  has  shown  that  the  cost  of  creating  and  putting 
into  operation  property  of  the  character  which  we  are  considering 
in  this  case  will  ordinarily  amount  to  from  15  to  25  per  cent 
of  the  labor  and  material  costs,  and  we  think  that  an  allowance 
of  20  per  cent  for  the  general  and  overhead  items  above  men- 
tioned will  be  a  reasonable  amount  to  apply  in  this  case.  No 
question  is  involved  as  to  the  additions  since  1912,  as  we  have 
stated  above.  If  some  of  the  overhead  items  since  that  date  have 
not  been  charged  to  fixed  capital,  but  have  gone  into  operating 
expense,  the  company  will  have  received  a  proper  credit  therefor, 
and  the  same  will  be  reflected  in  the  final  figures  used  in  arriving 
at  the  amount  upon  which  it  should  properly  earn  a  return. 
There  is  at  the  present  time  a  small  item  for  engineering  expense 
carried  in  suspense  until  such  time  as  the  Commission  shall  de- 
termine the  proper  disposition  to  make  of  it,  but  for  the  purposes 
of  this  case  it  may  be  included  in  the  fixed  capital  additions,  as 
it  will  in  no  way  affect  the  final  determination  which  is  to  be 
made.  We  then  find  that  the  reproduction  value  as  of  December 
31,  1916,  is  as  follows: 
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TABULATION  *'B." 

Labor  and  material  coate  12/21/12  $372,320.00 

General  and  oyerhead  expenses,  20%    74,46100 

Cost  of  additions  12/31/12  to  12/31/16  (including  only  proper 

proportion  of  general  items) 60,968.00 

Engineering  since  1912 3,S34.00 

Total  cost  of  physical  property  used  in  electric  department 

12/31/16  (exclusive  of  working  capital)    611,586.00 

Estimated  depreciation  12/31/16   100,000.00 

These  jBgures  include  nothing  for  promotion  expense,  cost  of 
financing,  development  expenses,  cost  of  establishing  the  busi- 
ness, early  losses,  or  going  value.  Some  of  these  items  are 
synonymous,  and  they  are  not  set  down  with  the  idea  of  showing 
that  a  large  part  of  the  factors  has  been  omitted,  but  are  all 
mentioned  so  that  there  may  be  no  possible  misunderstanding 
as  to  what  is  and  what  is  not  included.  As  to  depreciation  the 
record  is  not  particularly  satisfactory.  The  city  claims  an 
amount  which  is  about  22  per  cent  of  its  total  estimated  cost 
In  case  5769  we  determined  that,  for  the  pTirpose  of  having  the 
books  of  the  company  represent  the  facts  as  nearly  as  possible, 
there  ought  to  be  a  depreciation  reserve  of  $74,321.53  against 
property  which  was  carried  on  the  books  at  a  value  of  $506,- 
608.06.  This  amounts  to  less  than  15  per  cent,  and  it  covered 
the  depreciation  since  1907.  Very  few  of  the  overhead  expenses 
were  included,  and  some  of  those  which  were  included  in  the 
foregoing  calculation  are  less  subject  to  depreciation  than  the 
labor  and  material  items.  A  considerable  part  of  the  property 
has  been  installed  within  recent  years,  and  some  of  the  oldest  and 
least  useful  has  been  retired,  and  has  not  been  included  in  the 
figures  given.  The  property  is  generally  in  good  condition  and 
well  maintained.  We  doubt  if  the  actual  depreciation  exceeds 
20  per  cent,  which  would  amount  to  approximately  $100,000 
on  the  reproduction  value  above  referred  to. 

For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  how  these  figures  would  cbeck 
with  those  given  by  Mr.  Crowell  in  his  report,  we  have  M^e 
some  further  computations.  While  that  report  was  not  itemized 
to  any  considerable  extent,  we  can  make  an  approximate  al- 
location of  his  figures  to  the  electric  department.  For  this  p^' 
pose  we  have  assigned  30  per  cent  of  the  figures  for  lands  and 
buildings  to  the  engine  room  of  the  Elm  street  plant,  and  this 
is  chargeable  direct  to  the  electric  department.     The  rena^^^^ 
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70  per  cent  has  been  assigned  to  the  boiler  plant  and  one  half  of 
this  amount  is  charged  to  the  electric  department  and  one  half 
to  steam  heating.  His  figures  for  steam  plant  cover  boilers  and 
aooessories,  and  we  have  assigned  50  per  cent  to  each  department. 
As  to  the  construction  account  of  $21,908  of  the  economy  com- 
pany, we  have  no  definite  information  as  to  which  department 
it  is  properly  chargeable.  At  the  time  the  Crowell  report  was 
made,  the  buildings^  and  equipment  were  apparently  completed. 
This  account  probably  covered  extensions  made  to  both  steam 
and  electric  distribution  systems,  and  not  included  in  the  items 
covering  those  systems.  The  steam, heating  system  of  that  com-  ^ 
pany  had  been  established  for  a  long  time.  The  electric  business 
of  the  company  was  in  its  infancy,  and  it  was  being  developed 
in  active  competition  with  the  gas  company,  so  the  fact  is  that 
probably  the  larger  portion  of  this  account  was  for  extensions 
to  the  electric  system.  However,  for  our  present  purposes  it  will 
be  fair,  we  believe,  to  charge  one  half  to  each  department*  The 
report  gives  the  segregation  of  the  property  of  the  company  as 
between  the  .gas  and  electric  departments.  The  following  then 
is  the  distribution  of  the  figures  given  in  the  Crowell  report : 

TABULATION  "C." 


Economy  Oompaay. 


Land 

Buildings 

Electric  plant   

Electric  oiBtribution  system 

Steam  plant 

Steam  distribution  system  . 
Construction  account 


;  15,000 
34,500 

18,525 
35,910 
46,200 
120,537 
21,908 


$     5,250 
12,075 


22,600 

120,637 

10,954 


I        $291.5801        $171,416 

Gas  and  Electric  Company. 
Electric  plant 

Total  (exclusive  of  working  capital  and  material  and  supplies) 


Electric. 


$  9,750 
22,425 
18,525 
35,910 
22,600 

10,954 


$120,164 


170,790 


$290,954 


This  was  a  depreciated  value.  It  is  desirable  to  make  some 
estimate  as  to  the  amount  of  depreciation  that  was  probably 
considered  by  Mr.  Crowell  in  arriving  at  his  valuations.  We 
know  that  the  electric  plant  of  the  economy  company  was  quite 
new  in  1907,  and  so  there  was  probably  only  a  small  amount  of 
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depreciation  on  its  electric  plant  except  in  the  case  of  the  boilers. 
The  gas  company  had  been  in  business  for  a  good  many  years, 
and  we  know  that  much  of  its  property  had  been  installed  prior 
to  1907.  It  may  fairly  be  assumed  that  the  depreciation  on  its 
property  amounted  to  at  least  25  per  cent.  In  any  event  it  is 
reasonable  to  assume  that  there  was  at  least  a  depreciation  of 
$40,000  from  the  reproduction  cost  new  of  the  property  of  both 
companies  at  the  time  Crowell  made  his  report.  We  will  there- 
fore assume  that  his  figure  of  $290,954  was  made  up  of  a  cost 
new  total  of  $330,000  and  a  depreciation  of  $39,046,  and,  with 
this  as  a  starting  point,  proceed  to  build  up  the  property  from 
cost  records  since  the  time  of  his  report*  All  of  the  extensions 
and  additions  to  fixed  capital  made  between  the  time  of  his 
report  and  January  1,  1908,  appear  to  have  been  covered  in 
the  items  charged  in  1908.  No  retirements  are  shown  separately 
on  the  books  during  the  period  1907-1912.  The  retirements 
during  that  period  were  in  connection  with  new  facilities  which 
were  being  installed,  and  the  cost  of  the  old  was  deducted  from 
the  cost  of  the  new  and  the  net  figures  put  on  the  books.  The 
retirements  were  not  extensive  during  that  period,  so  that  the 
results  which  we  obtain  are  not  materially  affected  because  of 
the  fact  that  we  are  unable  to  consider  each  item  of  additions  and 
retirements  separately  during  that  particular  period.  All  of 
the  items  chargeable  entirely  to  the  electric  department  have 
been  allocated  on  the  basis  which  we  have  heretofore  explained. 
The  annual  depreciation  has  been  computed  on  the  basis  of  2.4 
per  cent  of  the  cost  of  the  property  when  new.  Checks  have 
been  made  in  detail  for  selected  years,  and  found  to  be  correct 
so  far  as  depreciation  can  be  correctly  determined.  On  this 
basis  we  have  made  the  following  tabulation: 
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TABULATION  "D/' 


June  30,  1907 
6  mos.,  1907 
Year  1908  . . . 
Year  1909  . . . 
Year  1910  . . . 
Year  1911  . . . 
Year  1912  . . . 
Year  1913  . . . 
Year  1914  . . . 
Year  1915  . . . 
Year  1916  . . . 
Dec.    31,  1916 


Cost  New  atj 

End  of 
Period   Per 
Crowell  Re- 
port   Plus 
Net  Addi- 
tions at 
Voucher 
Cost. 


$330,000 
330,000 
359,833 
387,889 
414,211 
435,919 
449,098 
472,220 
499,320 
509,620 
513,900 
513,900 


Additions. 


Retire- 
ments. 


$29,833 
28,056 
26,322 
21,708 
13,179 
24,486 
31,012 
11,484 
14,302 


$  1,364 

3,912 

1,184 

10,022 


Depreci- 
ation at 
2.4%  on 
Value  at 
Begin- 
ning of 
Period. 


t  3,960 

7,920 

8,636 

9»309 

9,941 

10,462 

10,778 

11,333 

11,984 

12,231 


Accrued 
Deprecia- 
tion at 
End  of 
Period. 


$  39,046 

42,006 

50,926 

59,562 

68,871 

78,813 

89,274 

98,688 

106,109 

116,909 

119,118 

119,118 


It  will  be  observed  that  the  results  obtained  in  this  statement 
check  very  closely  with  those  obtained  in  the  preceding  state- 
ment, which  was  prepared  to  show  the  reproduction  cost  of  the 
property.  We  are  led  to  believe  that  they  represent  with  rea- 
sonable accuracy  the  total  cost  of  the  property  of  the  company 
employed  in  its  electric  operation  as  of  December  31,  1916, 
excluding  of  course  any  allowance  for  material  and  supplies  and 
other  working  capital.  To  go  a  step  further  with  this  discussion 
of  the  value  of  the  property,  we  would  call  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  present  value  of  the  property  as  shown  on  the  last  state- 
ment, after  deducting  depreciation  estimated  to  be  $119,118, 
would  be  $394,782.  If  we  take  the  amount  shown  as  the  value 
of  the  property,  using  Crowell's  estimate  and  adding  to  his 
figures  the  additions  which  have  been  made  by  the  company 
since  that  time,  we  have  a  total  of  $474,854.52,  as  appears  from 
the  first  tabulation  marked  "A."  From  computations  made  by 
our  division  of  capitalization  in  other  cases  in  which  this  com- 
pany has  appeared  before  the  Commission,  it  is  estimated  that 
the  company  should  have  an  accrued  depreciation  reserve  of 
$99,732  as  of  December  31,  1916,  against  which  it  would  be 
entitled  to  charge  retirements  amounting  to  $16,482,  leaving  an 
amount  of  $83,250  to  be  deducted  from  the  cost  of  the  property^ 
based  on  the  Crowell  report  as  shown  in  tabulation  "A,"  in  order 
to  determine  the  depreciated  value  of  the  property  on  that  basis.. 
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This  gives  us  an  amount  of  $391,634  as  such  depreciated  value. 
This  is  a  further  confirmation,  we  think,  of  the  methods  which 
we  have  used  in  endeavoring  to  determine  the  value  of  the 
property  of  the  company  employed  in  its  electric  department 

While  it  might  not  be  necessary  for  us  to  go  further  in  order 
to  determine  what  we  consider  the  fair  value  of  the  property 
upon  which  the  company  is  entitled  to  a  return,  yet,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  further  confirming  the  results  already  reached,  we  have 
made  one  more,  computation  of  figures,  taking  some  of  the  ex- 
hibits of  each  of  the  parties  and  making  certain  adjustments 
which  we  think  are  proper  in  respect  to  the  Ehn  street  station 
and  land  used  in  electric  operations.  This  tabulation  is  based 
on  the  figures  set  forth  in  the  company's  exhibit  No.  22  and 
the  property  values  set  forth  in  city's  exhibit  No.  4,  pages  1  and 
6,  and  exhibit  5,  page  1,  and  is  as  follows : 

TABULATION  "E."— ELECTRIC  DEPARTMENT. 

Reproduction 

COMPANY  cost 

6/30/16 

Land  devoted  to  electric  operations   18,745 

Power  plant  buildings : 

Engine  room  80^  $10,861 

Boiler  room,  i  of  70% 12»660 

Transit  St.  switch  house 2,000 

Water  st  sahstatlon 2,000 

27,511 

Furnaces,  boilers,  and  accessories,  |  electric   31,865 

Steam  engines  19,228 

Electric  generators 74,435 

Accessory  electric  power  equipment 62,844 

Miscellaneous  power  plant  equipment    904 

Substation    equipment 19,685 

Poles   and   fixtures    86,457 

Underground   conduits    13,686 

Transmission    system    10,037 

Distribution    system    40.186 

Line  transformers  and  devices   29,718 

Electric  services   16,596 

Electric  meters 30,999 

Electric   meter   installations    3.645 

Municipal  street  lighting  system    43,052 

Commercial   arc  lamps    ..' 1,990 

Glower    lamps    206 

Electric  tools  and  implements   1,099 

Electric  laboratory  equipment   1,760 

$473,598 

Engineering  and  superintendence  2,307 

Law  expenses  during  construction 5.015 

Taxes   during   construction    2.507 

Miscellaneous    construction    expenditures    2.507 

Interest  during  construction 30,100 

$510,234 
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TABULATION  "E:*-^ontinued. 

Proportion  of  general  structures  and  equipment  as  per  petition : 

44%  of  land 112.000 

Baildlngs     28,678 

General   equipment    8,896    |49,Q74 


Working  capital,  including  materials  and  supplies 
Additions  to  fized  capital  6/d0/16  to  12/31/16  . .  < 
Organization , 


$  21,811 


$538,045 

25,000 

11,298 

2,442 


$576,785 
Less  full  accrued  depreciation  as  estimated  by  Perkins  (minutes,  p. 
1370)    120,000 


$456,785 


CITT 


Land  used  in  electric  operations t. 

Excluding  amount  in  general  structorea 


$7,422 
8,207 


Cost  to 

reproduce 
12/31/16 

$4,215 


Structures   used   In   electric   operations    (excluding   general 
structures)  : 

Engine  room,  100% $8,498 

Boiler   room,   20%    , 4,874 

House  for  purifying  tanks,  20%  126 

Coal  storage  and  trestle,  20% 691 

SulMtatlon    structures    2,98S 


Furnaces,  boilers,  and  accessories,  '20%  electric 

<  I  terns  reclassiiled  to  correspond  with  company  allocation  would  be 

electric  generators   $54,686;   accessor/   electric   power  equipment 

$41,922) 


Electric  meters  and  Installattoni 


Miscellaneous   construction   expenditures 


Oeneral  structures  and  equipment: 

Land    $9,008 

Buildings     25,792 

General  equipment   ....       7,039 


16,621 

13,745 

17,857 

23,754 

72,803 

660 

11,395 

48,532 

9,266 

6,122 

67.146 

25,690 

13,186 

27,131 

28,929 

853 

667 

1,685 


$374,657 
40,119 


$414,776 


Proportion  to  Blec  Dept.  35.6%. 
Proportion  to  Elec.  Dept  35.6%. 
Proportion  to  Blec  Dept  about  68%  17,578 


Materials  and  supplies 

Working  capital   

<*oal  storage,  city's  exhibit  6,  p.  1   

Administration,  organisation,  law  expenditures  during  constructlan . . 


$432,849 
6,200 

16,513 
1,556 

15,000 
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TABULATION  ''B.*'— Continued. 

Increase  allocation  of  stmcturea  used  In  electric  operation  to  make 
same  30%  for  engine  room  and  I  of  70%  for  boiler  room,  coal 
storage,  etc.  Add  $1,680  for  engine  room  and  $6,792  for  boiler 
room  phis  Huaselman  overheads  13.48% |    9,617 

Increase  allocation  of  furnaces,  boilers,  and  accessories  to  electric 

plant  to  make  same  50%  plus  Husselman  overbeads  10.31%  ....  22,744 

Increase  allocation  of  land  occupied  by  boiler  room,  purifying  room, 
coal  storage,  and  ash  yard  to  make  same  60%  of  valuation  by 
Husselman    , .  824 

Add  Husselman's  valuation  on  additional  land  comer  Elm  and  South 
streets    2,965 

Increased  allowance  for  transformers  Water  street  station — 

Company's  cost   $13,500 

City's  allowance   8,700  4,800 

Hmselman's  overhead  10.31%  495 

Additional  allowance  on  electric  generators — 

City  Company 

Value.  Cost. 

2  200-kw.  rotarles $10,645  $15,000 

1  600-kw.  frequency  changer   7,450  8,600 

1  800-k.  ▼.  a.  syn.  motor   3,572  4,800              6,733 

Husselman's  overheads   10.31%    694 

Add  10%  for  omissions  on  land,  general  structures,  underground 
conduits,  electric  services,  electric  meters  and  Installations,  mu- 
nicipal street  lighting  system,  commercial  lire  lamps,  and  electric 

tools  and  implements 9,682 

Add  5  %  for  omissions  on  steam  engines  and  transmission  system. . .  1,172 

$5Slr344 

Less  depreciation  estimated  by  Husselman $97,908 

Plus  proportion  of  depreciation   on   increased   allowances 
basQd   on   Husselman's   percentages    11,690  109,598 

$421,746 

In  preparing  this  statement  we  have  taken  the  figures  of  the 
company  as  they  appear  in  its  exhibit,  but  have  changed  the 
allocation  in  respect  to  the  Elm  street  plant  in  accordance  with 
our  views  wJbich.  we  have  heretofore  presented.  We  have,  how- 
ever, included  aU  of  the  overheads  which  it  claims  and  a 
reasonable  amount  for  working  capital.  On  this  basis  the  re- 
production cost  of  the  company's  property  would  be  $676,785. 
As  against  this  it  would  of  course  be  proper  to  deduct  the  amount 
of  accrued  depreciation  estimated  by  Mr.  Perkins  at  $120,000, 
and  fliis  would  give  the  net  value  of  the  property  employed  in 
the  public  service  at  $466,786.  In  respect  to  the  figures  used 
by  the  city  in  its  exhibits,  we  have  changed  the  allocation  with 
regard  to  the  Ebn  street  station  in  the  same  manner  as  we  did 
with  the  figures  of  the  company  in  this  connection.  We  have 
added  the  various  overheads  which  the  engineer  of  the  city  has 
testified  are  proper  and  also  the  amounts  allowed  for  working 
capital,  material  and  supplies,  etc. 
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[6,  7]  While  counsel  for  the  city,  at  page  69  of  this  brief, 
says:  "As  the  question  whether  overheads  should  be  included 
in  the  valuations  as  above  discussed  is  a  legal  or  moral  question 
as  applied  to  the  facts  of  this  case^  rather  than  an  engineering 
question,  the  fact  that  Mr.  Ballard  has  allowed  a  substantial 
item  for  such  overheads  should  not  militate  against  our  contention 
that  no  allowance  therefor  should  be  made.  He  is  an  engineer, 
not  a  lawyer,  and  he  naturally  treated  the  subject  from  an  en- 
gineering, not  from  a  legal  or  moral,  standpoint.  He  has  been 
more  than  fair  and  Hberal  with  the  company,''  yet  it  is  proper 
for  us  to  say  at  this  time  that  the  question  of  overheads  is  neither 
moral  nor  legal,  but  one  of  fact,  and  they  are  actual  and  real. 
The  city  employed  Mr.  Ballard  as  its  engineer,  and  we  believe 
it  should  be  bound  by  the  evidence  he  gave  in  respect  to  over- 
heads. 

We  have  also  increased  the  city's  figures  for  some  of  the  elec- 
trical apparatus,  because  we  know  the  costs  to  the  company  were 
considerably  in  excess  of  the  amount  allowed  by  the  engineer  of 
the  city.  We  also  know  that  many  of  the  other  unit  costs  used 
by  the  city's  engineer  are  less  than  the  actual  cost  to  the  company. 
For  this  reason  we  have  deemed  it  proper  to  make  certain  allow- 
ance on  account  of  omissions  which  increase  somewhat  the  city's 
figures.  It  is  but  natural  that  there  would  be  many  omissionb 
of  this  character  in  attempting  to  determine  a  reproduction  value 
in  the  manner  employed  by  the  engineer  of  the  city.  Many 
of  the  expenBCs  which  undoubtedly  have  been  incurred  over  a 
long  period  of  years  during  which  the  company  has  been  in 
operation  are  bound  to  be  lost  sight  of  in  making  up  a  reproduc- 
tion value,  where  the  engineer  does  not  have  the  opportunity  to 
work  with  the  figures  showing  the  actual  cost  to  the  corporation. 
The  reproduction  value  as  worked  out  by  us  on  this  basis  is 
$531,344.  Mr.  Huselman  estimated  that  the  depreciation  on 
the  property  was  $97,908,  and  to  this  we  have  added  an  amount 
to  cover  the  depreciation  on  such  increased  allowance  as  we  have 
made,  so  that  the  total'  depreciation  which  it  is  proper  to  deduct 
from  the  city's  figure  is  $109,598.  This  leaves  the  present  value 
of  the  property  as  $421,746.  The  difference  between  this  figure 
and  that  of  the  company,  amounting  to  approximately  $35,000, 
is  made  up  to  a  large  extent  in  the  difference  allowed  by  the  two 
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engineers  for  interesrt  during  construction,  and  the  balance  is 
probably  due  to  differences  in  other  overheads  and  in  the  unit 
costs  for  various  items  of  property.  It  is  significant,  however, 
that  the  two  computations  can  be  brought  so  closely  together,  and, 
if  our  method  of  revising  the  figures  of  both  the  city  and  the 
company  is  correct,  then  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  really  not 
very  much  difference  between  the  parties  as  to  the  actual  value 
of  the  property  employed  in  the  public  service. 

[8]  The  company  asserts  that  it  is  entitled  to  a  substantial 
amount  for  going-concern  value,  and  in  its  eiliibit  No.  18-a  it 
attempts  to  show  that  it  is  entitled  to  at  least  $304,000  for  this 
purpose  as  a  minimum.  It  arrives  at  this  amount  by  certain 
formulas,  using  figures  from  the  books  of  the  company,  reports 
to  the  Commission,  and  other  records  of  the  corporation  over  the 
period  from  1897  to  1917.  It  claims  that  these  computations 
show  that  the  actual  deficiency  of  return  upon  the  property 
employed  by  it  in  the  public  service  during  this  period,  without 
adding  the  deficiency  each  year  to  the  capital  entitled  to  a  return 
for  the  succeeding  year,  amounts  to  $304,782.  It  cites  the  case 
of  People  ex  rel.  Kings  County  Lighting  Co.  ▼.  Willcox,  210  If . 
T.  479,  61  L.R.A.(KS.)  1, 104  K  E.  911,  and  the  theory  adopt- 
ed by  the  special  committee  of  the  American  Society  of  Civil 
Engineers  appointed  to  formulate  principleB  and  methods  lor  the 
valuation  of  railroad  property  and  other  public  utilities.  While 
the  argument  of  the  company  may  be  sound,  yet  we  do  not  think 
it  can  be  supported  by  tiie  facts  in  this  case.  The  Lockport 
Light,  Heat,  &  Power  Company  bought  the  property  of  two 
separate  corporations  as  it  existed  on  or  about  January  1,  1908. 
It  acquired  all  of  the  physical  property  owned  by  those  com- 
panies as  of  that  date,  including  their  contracts,  franchises, 
rights,  privileges,  etc.,  free  and  clear  of  all  lien  and  debts  ex- 
cepting the  outstanding  bonds  of  the  Lockport  Gas  &  Electric 
Light  Company,  amounting  to  $300,000,  and  delivered  in  ex- 
change therefor  a  certain  amount  of  stock  and  bonds.  It  started 
its  business  as  the  owner  of  the  property  of  those  underlying  co^ 
porations,  and  it  must  be  assumed  that  for  the  purchase  price 
it  acquired  such  intangible  assets  as  going-concern  value,  right 
to  do  business,  development  expenses,  etc.  In  other  words,  the 
owners  of  the  underlying  properties  had  expended  such  amount 
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as  might  have  been  necessary  to  acquire  these  intangible  assets, 
and  they  were  included  in  the  purchase  price.  The  new  com- 
pany did  not  acquire  the  right  to  tax  the  people  in  the  city  of 
Lockport  for  any  going  value  or  deficiency  of  return  in  those 
early  years  prior  to  1907,  for  the  owners  of  the  properties  dur- 
ing  that  period  made  no  claim  that  they  were  entitled  to  any- 
thing on  that  account  so  far  as  the  record  in  this  case  discloses. 
We  are  of  the  opinion  that  they  parted  with  this  intangible  asset, 
for  such  it  can  be  termed,  when  they  parted  with  the  properties 
for  a  certain  specific  price  representing  on  the  surface  at  least 
what  they  considered  the  assets  to  be  worth.  To  hold  otherwise 
would,  we  believe,  be  manifestly  unfair  to  the  present  and  fu- 
ture customers  of  the  Lockport  company.  As  a  matter  of  fact 
that  corporation  has  never  sustained  any  of  those  losses  in  the 
years  in  question,  "due  to  losses  or  expenditures  which  were  nec- 
essary and  proper  in  developing  efficiency  and  economy  of  opera- 
tion and  in  establishing  a  business,"  using  the  words  of  Judge 
Miller  in  the  Kings  County  Case,  for  the  reason  that  it  never 
came  into  existence  until  the  year  1907  and  it  was  not  until  De* 
cember  21  of  that  year  that  this  Commission  made  an  order  au- 
thorizing it  to  purchase  the  property  of  the  two  corporations 
hereinbefore  referred  to;  so,  while  we  recognize  that  deficiency 
of  retmm  or  going  value  or  whatever  it  may  be  termed  is  some- 
thing to  be  reckoned  with,  and  must  always  be  given  full  con- 
sideration in  a  rate  case,  yet,  in  the  matter  that  is  now  before 
us,  we  must  and  do  determine  that  the  question  of  going-concern 
value  must  be  dealt  with  for  the  years  1908-1916  inclusive  only, 
and  if  we  find  there  is  such  a  deficiency  a  proper  allowance 
should  be  made  therefor  in  ascertaining  the  valuation  upon 
which  the  company  is  entitled  to  a  reasonable  return.  While 
the  company  attempts  to  show  that  it  could  fairly  justify  a  claim 
of  goingKsoncem  value  to  the  extent  of  $804,000,  as  above  men- 
tioned, yet  its  engineer  stated  on  the  hearing  that  it  was  realized 
that  it  could  not  reasonably  expect  to  earn  a  return  on  that 
amount,  because  the  company  could  not  exact  rates  which  would 
enable  it  to  obtain  that  return,  and  that  it  was  believed  that  it 
should  be  allowed  at  least  $95,000  for  going  value  or  deficiency, 
which  represents  the  accumulation  in  that  respect  from  the  year 
1897  to  1908,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  in  its  exhibit  K"o. 
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18-a  it  arrives  at  a  deficiency  of  $241,466  for  the  period  from 
1908  to  1916  inclusive. 

The  city  contends  that  no  allowance  should  be  made  for  going 
value,  because  the  company  has  had  a  fair  return  upon  all  of  its 
electrical  property  during  the  years  1908  to  1916  inclusive,  and 
its  engineer  attempts  to  justify  this  by  certain  figures  which 
appear  in  city^s  exhibit  No.  5  at  page  7.  These  computations 
were  made  by  taking  the  reproduction  value,  depreciated  value, 
and  investment  value  as  of  December  31,  1916,  as  determined 
by  the  city's  engineer,  and  then  working  back  to  and  including 
the  year  1908,  For  this  latter  year  it  appears  by  this  exhibit 
that  the  value  of  the  depreciated  property  is  only  $10,658  less 
than  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  the  same  property.  It  is 
apparent  that  this  is  incorrect,  because  some  of  the  property  in 
the  electric  department  had  been  in  service  as  far  back  as  1894 
at  least,  and,  beyond  that,  Mr.  Crowell  found  that  the  physical 
value  of  this  property  in  1907  was  $290,953.76,  without  making 
any  allowance  whatever  for  working  capital.  Beyond  this,  the 
investment  value  which  Mr.  Ballard  takes  as  a  starting  point  at 
December  31,  1916,  includes  $31,713  for  working  capital,  mate- 
rial and  supplies,  and  administration,  organization,  and  other 
expenses ;  and  it  must  be  assumed  that  these  same  figures,  or  a 
substantial  part  of  them,  are  included  in  the  investment  value 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  1908,  which  is  placed  at  $246,525. 
In  considering  this  exhibit  it  must  also  be  borne  in  mind  that 
only  20  per  cent  of  the  reproduction  cost  of  the  furnaces,  boilers, 
and  accessories  has  been  allocated  to  the  electric  plant,  also  20 
per  cent  of  the  power-plant  structures  occupied  by  the  boiler 
room.  Apparently  no  allowance  has  been  made  for  retirements, 
and  the  return  is  figured  on  the  value  of  the  property  at  the 
begiiming  of  each  year.  The  amount  allowed  as  a  return  upon 
the  investment  has  been  figured  on  the  basis  of  7  per  cent.  For 
the  purpose  of  showing  that  the  method  employed  by  Mr.  Ballard 
in  making  these  computations  was  incorrect,  the  company,  in 
connection  with  its  evidence,  introduced  exhibit  No.  27,  which 
its  witness  Wheeler  testified  was  prepared  by  him.  He  stated 
that  he  had  taken  the  figures  presented  by  the  city's  engineer  and 
had  carried  the  computation  back  to  the  year  1897,  using  the 
same  methods  as  those  employed  by  the  engineer  in  preparing 
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the  figures  which  we  have  just  been  discusEfing,  and  that  the  result 
showed  that  the  cost  of  reproducing  the  depreciated  property  as 
of  June  30,  1897,  was  about  $4,734,  and  the  value  of  the  depre- 
ciated property  at  that  time  was  about  $15,311.  We  think  these 
figures  speak  for  themselves.  Suffice  it  to  say  that,  even  as  far 
back  as  1897,  the  city  of  Lockport  was  being  supplied  with  elec- 
tricity for  lighting  and  power  purposes  by  the  Lockport  Gas  & 
Electric  Company,  its  streets  were  lighted  by  electricity,  and  it 
is  doubtful  if  this  could  be  done  at  all  successfully  by  a  plant 
which  could  be  reproduced  new  for  the  modest  sum  of  $4^734. 

[9]  The  figures  presented  in  the  city's  exhibit  No.  5,  at  page 
7,  which  we  have  been  discussing,  are  the  ones  on  which  the 
city  relies  as  establishing  the  fact  that  the  company  has  earned 
a  fair  return  on  its  property  after  providing  for  aU  its  fixed 
charges  and  depreciation.  A  return  on  the  investment  of  7  per 
cent  is  assumed  to  be  reasonable  and  sufficient.  It  is  apparent 
what  a  very  substantial  change  there  would  be  in  the  results 
shown  on  this  exhibit  if  the  proper  allocation  was  made  of  the 
Elm  street  steam  plant  and  the  return  was  figured  on  the  basis 
of  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  property.  As  regards  the  rate 
of  return,  there  are  of  course  differences  of  opinion.  Some  will 
argue  that  6  per  cent  is  a  fair  return,  citing  the  Consolidated 
Gas  Case  as  an  authority.  On  the  other  hand  there  are  deci- 
sions of  this  Commission,  as  well  as  that  of  the  first  district, 
in  which  a  rate  of  8  per  cent  has  been  found  reasonable  for 
companies  doing  a  larger  volume  of  business,  and  which  are 
perhaps  more  prosperous  than  the  Lockport  company.  We  know 
that  in  recent  years  the  cost  of  money  for  companies  such  as 
the  one  now  before  us  has  been  steadily  increasing,  particularly 
where  the  corporation  is  not  earning  enough  to  provide  a  proper 
depreciation  reser\^e  out  of  its  earnings.  During  the  past  three 
years  it  has  been  possible  at  almost  any  time  to  invest  money 
in  far  more  reliable  securities  than  those  of  the  Lockport  com- 
pany, at  rates  which  will  give  a  return  equal  to  and  in  many 
instances  in  excess  of  8  per  cent.  Then,  again,  it  is  a  well- 
known  fact  that  the  securities  of  a  corporation  the  size  of  the 
Lockport  company  are  not  in  demand.  They  have  no  ready 
market,  and  the  holders  are  not  able  to  dispose  of  them  readily 
in  case  it  is  desired  to  sell  them  or  becomes  necessary  so  to  do. 
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We  know  that  at  the  present  time  it  is  difficult,  if  not  impo&- 
sible,  for  such  a  company  to  sell  its  securities  at  any  price;  and 
the  fact  that  the  company  might  be  able  to  pay  its  stockholders 
a  return  of  8  per  cent  on  their  investment  would  not  make  any 
substantial  demand  for  them.    Beyond  this  it  is  not  known  how 
long  the  present  situation  is  to  prevail.    People  who  are  versed 
in  financial  matters  believe  that  rates  for  money  will  be  high 
for  several  years  after  the  present  unusual  conditions  have  be- 
come a  thing  of  the  past  and  the  world  has  been  restored  to 
normal  conditions.    We  believe  that  those  who  invest  their  money 
in  the  service  of  the  public  in  a  city  the  size  of  Lockport,  and 
assume  all  of  the  risks  incidental  thereto,  and  attempt  to  give 
people  the  service  to  which  they  are  entitled,  should  receive  a 
return  of  8  per  cent  on  their  investment,  and  that  the  sum  is 
reasonable  and  fair.    The  state  of  ISTew  York  is  not  a  pioneer  in 
recognizing  that  such  a  return  is  not  unreasonable,  for  decisions 
to  that  effect  have  been  made  throughout  the  country  and  in  sec- 
tions where  the  rates  for  money  are  as  reasonable  in  ordinary 
times  as  they  are  in  New  York.    We  therefore  consider  that  tt© 
Lockport  company  is  entitled  to  a  return  of  8  per  cent  npoi^ 
the  value  of  the  property  ^nployed  in  its  electric  department  vo^ 
the  public  service. 

In  order  to  show  what  the  result  has  been  of  the  compaJ^j  ^ 
operations  since  1907,  we  have  prepared  two  sets  of  figures,  ^® 

first  one  of  which  is  as  follows: 
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The  method  employed  in  determining  the  deficiency  of  return 
is  explained  in  detail.  The  figures  representing  the  average 
capital  investment  make  no  allowance  for  the  related  overheads 
during  construction,  such  as  engineering  and  superintendence, 
taxes,  insurance,  law  expenses,  and  miscellaneous  construction 
expenditures  which  existed  as  a  part  of  the  cost  of  the  property 
as  of  January  1,  1908.  That  there  were  such  overhead  expenses 
is  beyond  question,  and  the  various  statements  which  we  have 
heretofore  referred  to  at  length  support  this  conclusion.  But 
even  taking  the  bare  labor  and  material  costs  with  such  over- 
heads as  may  have  been  included  since  1908,  which  we  know  are 
small  in  amount,  and  it  appears  that  the  deficiency  of  return 
on  an  8  per  cent  basis  since  1907  has  been  $96,485.  Some  ex- 
planation should  perhaps  be  made  at  this  time  of  the  method 
used  in  determining  the  amount  of  operating  expenses  of  the 
company  during  those  years.  The  principal  diflFerence  between 
the  company  and  the  city  during  the  period  under  considera- 
tion is  due  to  an  error  in  distributing  the  expenses  of  the  Bace 
street  station  and  the  allocation  of  the  expenses  of  the  £hn 
street  boiler  plant.  Mr.  Ballard  made  his  allocation  of  expenses 
for  the  Elm  street  station  on  the  same  basis  that  he  used  in 
allocating  the  physical  property ;  namely,  80  per  cent  to  steam 
and  20  per  cent  to  electric.  For  the  reasons  which  we  have  ex- 
plained at  length,  we  do  not  think  this  is  the  proper  division, 
and  we^have  divided  the  expenses  on  the  same  basis  as  we  divided 
the  physical  property.  On  this  basis  we  find  that  the  operating 
expenses  for  1916  are  as  foUowa: 
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TABULATION  "G." 
WA  Bzpenses. 


Total. 


Chareeable  to 

Electric 
Department. 


Poel  and  handling 

Boiler  labor  

Engine  labor  

Electric  labor  


Water   

Lnbricants  

Production  supplies 
Station  expenses  ... 


Repairs,  furnaces,  and  boilers 

Boiler  app 

Steam  ace 


Redp.  engines 
Pr.  plant  oldga. 
Ace.  elec.  equip 

Superintendence 


$31.1281 

2^19< 

892 

972' 

I 

1,662 
426 
4221 

474> 

2,209 
1,924 

78' 
9 

627 


19.450 
795 
992 
972 

476 
820 
211 
237 


Basla. 


5  lb.  per  kw.  br. 
Fuel  basis 
All 
All 


Fuel 
75% 
50% 
50% 


1.155  50% 

962:50% 

2  50% 


18 

61 

9 

288 


All 

65% 

All 

60% 


Total  Elm  street  plant  115,917 

Expenses  Race  street 8,921 

Niagara  power 52,807 

Water  power 11,892 

Total  production  expenses   88,814 

Total  transmission  expenses  828 

Total  distribution   expenses    9380 

Total  utilization   expenses 8,731 

Total  commercial  expenses  8,201 

Total  promotion   expenses    8,737 

Total  general  expenses  22,006 


Less  duplicate  charges 


1183,914 
1,473 


Total    1132,441 

To  the  amount  of  $132,441  representing  the  operating  ex- 
penses as  shown  on  the  foregoing  statement,  we  must  of  course 
add  taxes  and  depreciation.  We  have  assumed  that  5  pounds 
of  coal  per  kw.  hr.  is  a  fair  charge  to  the  electric  department 
in  1916  by  reason  of  the  small  amount  of  electricity  generated 
at  the  Elm  street  station.  Mr.  Perkins  and  Mr.  Ballard  both 
estimated  it  at  4  pounds,  but  the  amount  of  coal  used  would 
have  been  much  more  than  5  pounds  if  the  plant  had  been  oper- 
ated as  a  separate  electric  station.  Even  on  the  basis  of  5  pounds 
per  kw.  hr.  and  with  the  distribution  for  1916  as  shown  in  the 
foregoing  statement,  there  is  but  little  difference  between  the 
figures  of  the  city  and  the  company  when  the  difference  in 
the  allocation  of  the  expenses  is  taken  into  consideration.  Wo 
have  followed  the  same  method  of  allocating  the  expenses  of 
the  Elm  street  station  during  the  years  prior  to  1916,  except 
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that  we  have  taken  the  fuel  on  the  basis  of  4  pounds  per  kw.  hr. 
which  was  agreed  to  by  both  Ballard  and  Perkins. 

The  following  tabulation  was  prepared  in  the  same  way  as  the 
statement  marked  "F,"  except  that  the  fixed  capital  at  the  be- 
ginning of  1908  was  the  amount  determined  by  Mr.  Crowell 
in  his  report,  and  to  that  figure  there  has  been  added  the  amount 
expended  for  net  additions  to  the  property  during  the  subsequent 
years,  as  shown  by  the  books  of  the  corporation : 
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The  deficiency  of  return  determined  in  this  manner  for  the 
period  in  question  amounts  to  $111,836,  and  is  probably  more 
nearly  correct  than  the  amount  of  $96,485,  due  to  the  method 
employed  in  making  the  determination.  It  is  interesting  to  note 
that  there  has  been  a  deficiency  of  return  in  every  year  begin- 
ning with  1908,  except  in  1916,  when  the  company  had  a  sur- 
plus over  and  above  a  return  of  8  per  cent  on  its  investment 
after  making  due  allowance  for  its  operating  expenses,  tax*es, 
and  depreciation.  It  is  desirable  that  the  company  should  earn 
something  more  than  the  bare  8  per  cent  return  upon  its  invest- 
ment, so  that  it  may  have  a  surplus  and  be  able  to  provide  for 
contingencies.  This  all  goes  to  improve  the  financial  structure 
of  the  organization  and  help  its  credit.  That  it  was  able  to 
make  this  showing  in  1916  is  probably  accounted  for  by  the 
additional  earnings  derived  by  the  company  in  that  year  be- 
cause of  the  revision  of  its  rates  which  went  into  effect  Novem- 
ber 1,  1915,  by  the  readjustment  which  we  have  made  in  its 
power  bills  hereinbefore  referred  to  at  length,  and  in  part  also, 
we  presume,  because  of  the  additional  volume  of  business  trans- 
acted by  the  company  in  the  year  1916.  The  figures  in  the  state- 
ments 'T"  and  "H"  seem  to  support  the  contention  of  the  com- 
pany that  it  was  entitled  to  have  an  increase  in  the  rates  which 
were  in  force  in  Lockport  when  this  proceeding  was  first  com- 
menced. 

[10]  ITow  let  us  consider  the  vexing  question  of  rates  which 
seems  to  be  the  cause  of  all  the  controversy.  As  we  have  here- 
tofore stated,  the  rates  which  have  been  attacked  were  author- 
ized by  the  order  of  the  Commission  made  on  October  5,  1915, 
and  they  went  into  effect  on  November  1,  1915.  They  were 
agreed  to  by  the  city,  the  company,  and  the  Commission.  As 
between  those  and  the  ones  now  adopted  by  Mr.  Ballard,  as  the 
engineer  of  the  city,  there  are  material  and  fundamental  dif- 
ferences. The  rates  now  in  force  were  intended  to  be  as  simple 
and  workable  as  possible,  and  to  follow  the  general  trend  of 
service  costs  so  that  each  class  and  each  individual  would  pay 
the  amounts  which  bear  some  relation  to  the  expense  to  which 
the  company  is  subjected  in  serving  electricity  to  its  customers. 
The  rates  proposed  by  Mr.  Ballard  are  based  on  general  aver- 
age principally,  and  have  not  been  prepared  upon  any  of  the 
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bases  which  are  now  recognized  as  being  proper  and  desirable 
in  connection  with  the  sale  of  electrical  energy.  It  is  true  that 
they  are  simple,  and  possibly  they  may  be  preferred  by  some 
of  the  consnmers  in  Lockport,  but  we  doubt  if  any  substantial 
proportion  of  the  customers  of  the  company  would  seriously 
advocate  such  a  rate  if  they  fully  understood  that  it  resulted 
in  many  consumers  paying  much  less  than  it  costs  the  company 
to  serve  them,  while  others  paid  a  substantial  amount  above  the 
cost.  We  think  the  fair  and  equitable  way  is  for  each  user  of 
electricily  in  small  quantities  to  pay  his  fair  share  and  no  more. 

The  principal  attack  was  made  on  the  service  charge  for  resi- 
dence lighting.  It  was  argued  that  the  small  consumer  was 
made  to  pay  more  than  a  fair  amount  for  his  electricity,  and 
that  there  was  no  justification  for  such  a  chai^.  Because  an 
increase  is  made  in  the  amount  that  the  small  consumer  has  paid 
in  the  past,  due  to  the  fact  that  he  has  not  been  paying  his  fair 
share  of  the  burden  incident  to  his  service,  is  no  reason  why  he 
should  get  that  service  at  the  expense  of  the  other  consumers 
who  use  larger  quantities  of  electricity.  We  have  never  seen 
any  plausible  explanation  of  the  theory  that  the  consumer  of 
small  quantities  of  electricity  should  be  supplied  at  less  than 
the  cost  to  the  company  serving  him.  As  a  matter  of  fact  such 
a  claim  cannot  be  successfully  defended.  It  is  argued  that  the 
service  charge  raises  the  rate  of  the  small  consumer,  who  is 
least  able  to  pay,  and  lowers  that  of  the  larger  consumer,  who 
is  presumably  in  better  financial  circumstances,  yet  we  will  not 
presume  to,  nor  does  the  law  require  us  to,  compel  a  company 
supplying  electricity  to  furnish  it  to  the  small  consumer  at 
less  than  cost  and  at  the  expense  of  those  who  may  be  better  able 
to  pay ;  and  yet  this  is  the  inevitable  result  if  electricity  is  sold 
for  residence  lighting  purposes  on  a  flat  kilowatt-hour  basis. 

Rate  making  in  the  early  years  of  electrical  development  and 
at  the  time  when  the  rates  prevailing  in  Lockport  were  contin- 
ued in  force  pursuant  to  the  stipulation  made  in  case  74  was 
not  understood  as  well  as  it  is  to-day,  and  the  rates  of  the  small 
companies'  for  lighting  and  power  purposes  were  usually  based 
on  quantity  consumption  without  regard  to  the  cost  of  the  serv- 
ice, which  was  supposed  to  be  absorbed  in  the  charge  for  the 
electricity.    As  a  result  the  rates  were  high  and  necessarily  so, 

P.U.R.1018C. 


734  NEW  YORK  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

otherwise  the  companies  would  not  have  been  able  to  earn  their 
operating  expenses  and  ordinary  fixed  charges,  to  say  nothing 
about  a  return  on  their  investment.  As  time  went  on,  changes 
in  rates  were  found  to  be  necessary,  due  to  the  demands  of  the 
business,  the  necessity  for  increasing  the  output,  and  in  order 
to  make  the  use  of  electricity  not  only  desirable,  but  profitable 
for  both  parties.  So  far  as  the  sale  of  power  for  industrial  pur- 
poses is  concerned,  it  was  found  many  years  ago  that  there  had 
to  be  something  in  the  nature  of  a  fixed  charge  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer to  represent  the  cost  of  serving  him,  so  that  the  company 
would  be  reimbursed  for  the  investment  which  was  required  to 
enable  it  to  supply  the  electricity,  whether  the  customer  used 
it  or  not.  This  was  and  is  known  as  the  demand  charge,  and  is 
in  use  almost  universally  by  companies  selling  power  for  indus- 
trial purposes,  and  it  is  recognized  as  right  and  proper.  If  we 
call  this  a  service  charge  it  is  the  same  thing.  For  years  there 
has  been  a  demand  charge  paid  by  power  users  in  Lockport,  and, 
so  far  as  we  know,  it  has  never  been  seriously  attacked  until 
the  present  case.  'No  facts  were  presented  by  the  engineer  of 
the  city  as  supporting  his  claim  that  the  rate  schedule  presented 
by  him  was  a  proper  one,  and  better  for  all  concerned  than  the 
one  now  in  force.  The  principal  justification  from  his  stand- 
point was  that  the  rate  which  he  proposed  was  in  his  opinion 
a  good  one  and  would  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  enable  the 
company  to  earn  a  proper  return  on  its  investment  As  against 
the  opinion  so  expressed  by  him  we  find  a  rate  in  force  which 
meets  the  views  of  practically  every  engineer  who  has  studied  the 
subject  of  electric  rates  from  the  time  of  Wright  and  Hopkinson 
down  to  the  present  day. 

We  could  present  numerous  citations  in  support  of  the  form 
of  rate  schedule  which  has  been  subject  to  so  much  criticism 
In  l^is  case.  The  Commission  discussed  at  some  considerable 
length  the  subject  of  rates  for  electricity  in  the  Buffalo  Eate 
Case,  3  P.  S.  C.  (2d  Dist.  N.  Y.)  739-802,  and  the  funda- 
mental principles  there  brought  out  show  conclusively  that  much 
more  than  the  mere  number  of  kilowatt  hours  used  by  any  con- 
sumer must  be  considered  if  those  who  use  electricity  are  to  be 
fairly  treated.  Mr.  Ballard  presented  a  number  of  curves  to 
show  the  operation  of  the  present  and  his  proposed  rates.    We 
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are  at.  a  loes  to  understand  why  these  were  introduced  in  evi- 
dence, because  they  present  the  best  argument  against  the  rates 
proposed  by  him  and  in  favor  of  those  now  in  force.    While  it 
is  true  that  the  present  rates  do  not  in  all  cases  make  a  smooth 
curve,  and  do  not  follow  exactly  the  trend  which  might  be  de- 
sired, yet  they  make  no  such  broken  and  unreasonable  curve  as 
do  those  of  the  Ballard  rates.    Mr.  Ballard  admitted  that  the 
cost  of  serving  an  ordinary  residence  customer  would  be  at  least 
$1  per  month,  and  it  might  be  as  much  as  $1.50  per  month,  ex- 
clusive of  the  energy  charge.     He  frankly  stated  that  50  cents 
per  month  is  not  enough  to  cover  interest,  depreciation,  taxes, 
and  cost  of  taking  care  of  the  meter.     These  costs  do  not  dis- 
appear as  soon  as  the  consumer  begins  to  use  electricity,  they 
do  not  change  at  all,  but  remain  constant,  and  after  making  the 
necessary  investment  to  give  the  service,  reading  the  meter,  mak- 
ing out  the  customer's  bill,  and  doing  the  necessary  bookkeeping, 
which  is  incidental  to  his  business  relations  with  the  company, 
the  only  additional  expense  involved  in  supplying  him  with 
electricity  is  the  cost  of  the  electricity  itself,  including,  of  course, 
the  transformer  losses,  which  are  continuous  during  the  hours 
when  current  is  on  the  line.     If  it  costs  exactly  the  same  to 
render  service  to  two  adjacent  residences,  except  as  to  the  elec- 
tricily  actually  furnished,  why  should  the  cost  for  (me  become 
tvHioe  a4  much  as  the  other  as  soon  as  one  of  these  residences 
uses  10  kw.  hours  and  the  other  20  kw.  hours,  and  what  is  there 
to  justify  charging  one  twice  as  much  as  the  other  ?    Why  should 
not  the  customer  who  wishes  to  use  any  considerable  amount  of 
electricity  be  able  to  get  it  substantially  at  cost  after  he  has 
paid  the  fixed  charges  of  serving  him  ?    Most  of  the  current  used 
in  Lockport  is  purchased  at  a  price  of  $16  per  h.  p.    If  a  resi- 
dence only  used  electricity  for  two  hours  a  day,  the  current  alone 
would  cost  the  company  less  than  3  cents  per  kw.  hr.  and  if 
electricity  is  used  more  hours  per  day  the  cost  per  kw.  hr,  would 
be  less.    If  the  kilowatt-hour  rate  was  made  3  cents,  the  service 
charge  would  have  to  be  $1.16  per  month,  in  order  to  produce 
the  same  amount  of  revenue.     In  the  original  petition  in  this 
case  a  careful  and  elaborate  cost  analysis  was  submitted,  show- 
ing that  the  ^^customer"  cost  amounts  to  $22.80  per  year,  exclu- 
sive of  "capacity"  and  "current"  cost.     There  is  also  the  tes- 
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timony  of  Mr.  Ballard  in  the  record,  that  the  customer  cost  will 
be  at  least  $1  per  month.  From  the  facts  which  have  been  pre- 
sented in  this  case  an  equitable  rate  for  residence  lighting  in 
Lockport  would  be  a  service  chai^  of  something  in  excess  of 
$1  per  month,  and  an  energy  charge  of  something  less  than  3 
cents  per  kilowatt  hour.  The  representatives  of  the  company, 
as  well  as  those  of  the  city,  and  the  Commission  who  were  in- 
strumental in  working  out  the  existing  rate,  fully  recognized 
that  the  service  charge  ought  to  be  more  than  75  cents  per  month 
and  the  energy  charge  lower  than  the  one  which  was  fixed,  but 
it  was  considered  that  it  would  be  inadvisable  to  go  any  further 
than  they  did  along  lines  which  were  new  in  respect  to  the 
method  of  selling  electricity  in  Lockport,  and  which  would  mate- 
rially affect  many  consumers  who  prior  to  that  time  had  not 
been  paying  a  fair  charge  for  the  service  rendered  to  them.  The 
same  observations  which  have  been  made  with  r^ard  to  the 
residence  lighting  might  be  applied  to  other  classes  of  service 
in  Lockport,  and  it  could  be  easily  shown  that  the  service  or 
demand  charges  should  be  higher,  and  the  energy  charge  lower. 
If  we  were  inclined  to  recommend  any  revision  in  the  present 
rates,  we  believe  it  should  be  in  the  opposite  direction  from  that 
recommended  by  the  engineer  of  the  city.  The  present  rate 
schedule  is  probably  not  perfect,  and  we  presume  none  of  them 
ever  are,  but  yet  we  do  not  see  that  anything  has  been  presented 
in  this  record  to  show  that  the  rates  proposed  by  the  city  are 
better  than  the  ones  now  in  force,  nor  has  there  been  presented 
any  good  reason  why  they  should  be  adopted,  having  in  mind 
the  correct  principles  which  should  be  applied  in  determining 
proper  rates  for  selling  electricity. 

We  believe  that  Mr.  McClellan,  in  his  report  to  the  cily,  well 
stated  the  case  when  he  said : 

^'There  are  three  elements  of  cost  connected  with  the  service 
of  electricity  to  a  consumer. 

"First,  the  company  has  certain  expenses  of  which  bookkeep- 
ing, meter  reading,  billing,  collecting,  etc.,  are  typical  for  every 
consumer,  whether  he  takes  any  service  or  not  These  are  the 
BO-called  consumer  costs. 

"Second,  inasmuch  as  the  *consumer  has  the  right  to  take 
energy  for  lighting  or  power  at  any  time  he  pleases,  without 
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wamingy  simply  by  closing  a  switch,  the  company  must  main- 
tain lines  and  generating  capacity;  must  keep  voltage  or  pres- 
sure on  the  consumers'  lines,  and  be  all  ready  to  give  him  service 
^yhether  he  closes  his  switch  and  takes  service  or  not.  This  is 
the  so-called  demand  cost,  or  readineas-to-serve  charge,  and  its 
magnitude  for  any  given  consumer  depends  somewhat  upon  its 
maximum  demand. 

'^Third,  if  the  consumer  takes  energy  for  lighting  or  power, 
the  company  is  put  to  further  expense.  In  a  steam  plant,  it 
must  bum  more  coal.  It  must  always  use  more  oil,  put  in 
larger  conductors,  have  greater  loss,  etc.  The  cost  of  the  energy 
is  more  or  less  in  direct  relation  to  the  amount  of  energy  used. 

"In  many  cases  the  total  rate  for  service  is  expressed  by  three 
separate  and  distinct  rates  corresponding  to  each  of  the  above 
costs.  This  is  called  a  three-charge  rate*  It  should  not  be  in- 
ferred that  this  rate  is  always  a  carefully  calculated  rate  from 
accurately  allocated  expenses.  First  of  all,  it  is  difficult  to  make 
a  satisfactory  allocatioii  of  the  total  expense  of  service  into  these 
three  divisions.  Second,  even  if  it  were  possible  to  obtain  accu- 
racy, various  commercial  conditions,  especially  if  the  company 
has  a  history  of  rate  making,  prevent  a  strict  adherence  to  the 
calculated  quantities. 

'frequently  the  expression  of  the  rate  is  ^simplified'  by  com- 
bining in  a  variety  of  ways  these  three  rates  to  form  two  rates. 
The  rate  itself  is  not  necessarily  changed  a  particle,  merely  its 
expression.  The  expression  is  changed  merely  because  commer- 
cially it  may  be  more  attractive  to  the  consumer.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  simplification  is  only  apparent  because  the  simplest 
rate  is  the  three-charge  rate.  The  latter  undoubtedly  looks  more 
complex.  Frequently,  for  certain  classes  of  service,  a  further 
'simplification'  is  introduced  by  various  forms  of  block-energy 
rates.  In  this  case  the  demand  and  customer  charge  do  not 
specifically  appear,  but  are  introduced  by  making  the  first  block 
of  energy  cost  more  than  succeeding  blocks. 

''It  is  important  to  note  that  all  these  different  expressions  do 
not  necessarily  change  the  rate  itself. 

*'The  Inducing  Feature: 

"The  object  of  every  business  man  having  any  investment  on 
which  he  must  earn  a  return  is  to  make  use  of  that  investment 
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to  the  greatest  extent  possible.  It  is  only  by  doing  this  that 
the  greatest  profit  can  come  to  the  merchant  and  the  greatest 
benefit  to  his  customers.  In  other  words,  greatest  profit  and 
lowest  rates.  Any  rate,  therefore,  which  does  not  induce  the 
greatest  use  of  the  power-house  capacity  is  not  economically  cor- 
rect and  should  be  adjusted.  A  proper  rate  will  always  induce 
a  customer  to  keep  his  maximum  demand  as  low  as  possible,  and 
to  make  use  of  his  demand  the  greatest  number  of  hours  pos- 
sible." 

We  think  it  might  be  well  to  mention  at  this  time  that,  when 
the  company  first  made  its  application  for  permission  to  increase 
its  rates,  there  were  many  of  its  customers  who  paid  nothing 
whatever  in  some  months  for  the  service  which  the  company  was 
rendering.  Some  were  residence  customers  and  some  were  power 
customers.  A  list  was  given  showing  the  earnings  during  the 
month  of  April,  1912,  from  thirty  customers  having  5  L  p. 
motors  installed.  The  lowest  amount  paid  by  any  of  these  cus- 
tomers was  76  cents,  and  the  maximum  $9.15.  A  similar  list 
of  113  general  lighting  customers  was  submitted  for  the  month 
of  April,  1912,  showing  that  a  large  number  of  them  used  no 
electricity  at  all,  and  the  minimimi  bill  rendered  to  any  of  them 
was  8  cents  and  the  maximum  was  74  cents.  Another  list  was 
submitted  of  143  residence  customers,  some  of  whom  used  no 
electricity,  and  the  minimum  bill  rendered  to  any  of  these  cus- 
tomers was  8  cents  and  the  maximum  was  68  cents.  A  state- 
ment was  also  submitted  showing  the  connected  load  and  the 
amount  of  the  bills  for  41  power  customers  for  the  same  month, 
the  installed  capacity  of  the  motors  ranging  from  ^  h.  p.  to  105 
h.  p.,  and  some  of  these  customers  used  no  electricity  during 
the  month,  while  the  minimimi  bill  rendered  to  any  of  them  was 
77  cents  and  the  maximum  bill  was  $12.60,  and  the  charge  for 
electricity  to  the  customer  having  the  105  h.  p.  installation 
amounted  to  only  $12.  We  think  these  illustrations  speak  for 
themselves,  and  conclusively  demonstrate  the  inequality  of  the 
rates  which  prevailed  in  Lockport  prior  to  the  revision  which 
was  approved  by  the  Commission. 

[11]  Before  we  leave  this  discussion  of  rates,  it  may  be  of 
some  interest  to  call  attention  to  one  of  the  tabulations  which 
was  used  by  Mr.  Ballard  to  show  the  injustice  of  the  present 
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rates.  The  figures  are  shown  on  pages  12  to  18  inclusive  of 
the  city's  exhibit  5.  The  purpose  of  this  statement  was  to  show 
the  average  rate  paid  by  a  customer  for  the  electricity  purchased 
by  him  for  the  months  of  July  and  December,  and  also  to  point 
out  the  great  difference  in  such  average  rate  as  applied  to  the 
users  of  different  quantities  of  electricity.  According  to  these 
computations  the  customer  who  used  6  kw.  hr.  in  July  and  10 
kw.  hr.  in  December  paid  an  average  rate  for  the  two  months 
of  14.4  cents  per  kw.  hr.,  while  the  customer  who  used  22  kw.  hr, 
in  July  and  45  kw.  hr.  in  December,  for  example,  paid  an  aver- 
age rate  per  kw.  hr.  of  6.8  cents.  This  is  certainly  an  ingenious 
way  of  pointing  out  that  a  discrimination  is  caused  by  the  pres- 
ent method  of  charging  for  electricity  used  by  residence  cus- 
tomers, but  it  is  not  the  proper  way  to  analyze  the  present  rates 
for  the  service,  because  he  ignores  the  service  charge  completely 
and  the  only  criterion  he  used  was  the  charge  per  kilowatt  hour. 
In  other  words  he  attempts  to  show  that  the  service  charge  of  75 
cents  per  month  is  really  a  charge  for  the  electricity  supplied 
when  such  is  not  the  fact,  and  is  quite  contrary  to  the  principle 
upon  which  the  present  rates  were  established  and  authorized  by 
the  Commission.  Standing  by  itself,  the  figures  presented  by 
Mr.  Ballard  might  readily  seem  to  indicate  a  discriminatioii 
between  the  residence  lighting  customers  of  the  Lockport  com- 
pany to  a  person  who  was  not  familiar  with  all  of  the  facts  in 
this  case,  and  we  do  not  consider  that  they  should  be  passed  by 
without  pointing  out  the  other  facts  which  should  be  considered 
in  connection  with  them.  In  order  to  present  the  matter  clearly 
and  in  accordance  with  the  facts,  these  computations  should 
show  that  the  customer  who  uses  6  kw.  hr.  in  July  pays  a  serv- 
ice charge  of  76  cents  and  6  cents  per  kw.  hr.  for  his  electricity, 
and  when  he  uses  10  kw,  hr.  in  December  he  pays  the  same  serv- 
ice charge  and  the  same  rate  per  kw.  hr.,  and  not  an  average 
rate  of  14.4  cents  per  kw.  hr.  as  Mr.  Ballard  attempts  to  demon- 
strate. In  other  words,  what  he  pays  for  his  electricity  as  such 
is  the  same  no.  matter  whether  he  uses  1  kw.  hr.  per  month,  or 
any  other  amount  not  exceeding  85  kw.  hr.  per  month,  and 
after  that  the  rate  for  his  electricity  is  very  substantially  reduced. 
[12]  A  good  deal  appears  in  the  record  in  regard  to  the  prices 
at  which  power  is  sold  by  the  company  in  large  quantities.    We 
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do  not  think  this  requires  much  consideration  or  discussion.  It 
is  a  well-known  fact  that,  in  order  to  stimulate  the  use  of  elec- 
tricity in  large  quantities,  the  price  must  be  low  in  order  to 
compete  with  other  methods  of  producing  enei^.  We  do  not 
find  that  the  company  is  selling  electricity  to  large  power  users 
at  an  imreasonably  low  price ;  it  is  probably  necessary  for  it  to  do 
this  in  order  to  conduct  its  business  to  the  best  advantage.  Be- 
sides this,  we  believe  that  there  are  other  conditions  which  have, 
been  imposed  upon  the  company  in  times  past  which  seem  to  re- 
quire it  to  sell  power  at  these  low  prices,  and  it  has  probably  been 
for  the  best  interest  of  the  people  in  Lockport  that  this  has  been 
done,  as  it  has  probably  been  a  factor  in  developing  the  city 
industrially.  We  believe  it  is  sufficient  for  us  to  say  at  this 
time  that,  if  at  some  future  day  it  should  satisfactorily  appear 
that  the  company  should  and  could  increase  the  price  now 
charged  by  it  for  power  in  large  quantities,  it  ought  to  and  proba- 
bly wrill  take  the  necessaiy  steps  to  increase  that  price.  Whether 
this  would  be  of  any  material  benefit  to  the  small  consumer  in 
Lockport  we  cannot  at  this  time  attempt  to  determine. 

[13]  During  the  progress  of  the  case  it  appeared  that  the 
company  did  not  treat  all  of  its  power  consumers  in  the  same 
way,  particularly  those  whose  rates  were  based  upon  a  demand 
charge.  The  demand  of  some  of  these  customers  is  determined 
by  demand  meters,  which  are  manufactured  for  that  purpose; 
Other  customers  have  not  had  such  demand  meters  installed  in 
their  premises,  but  the  representatives  of  the  company  have  de- 
termined the  demand  by  what  they  call  the  stop-watch  method. 
The  witnesses  for  the  company  stated  that  the  amount  used  by 
some  of  these  power  consumers  was  not  sufficient  to  justify  it 
in  going  to  the  expense  of  installing  demand  meters,  and  that 
it  had  also  had  great  difficulty  in  getting  such  meters,  although 
they  had  been  ordered  for  a  long  period  of  time.  While  the 
stop-watch  method  may  be  all  right  as  a  means  of  determining 
what  the  customers'  demand  is,  yet  we  believe  that,  if  the  com- 
pany establishes  a  rate  for  power  based  on  the  dismand,  that  it 
ought  to  treat  all  the  users  of  power  in  that  class  alike.  It  is 
not  the  fault  of  the  consumer  if  the  company  deems  it  best  to 
establish  such  a  rate,  but  he  is  entitled  to  the  same  treatment 
as  all  other  power  users  in  his  class.    He  is  imdoubtedlv  jnsti- 
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fied  in  claiming  that  there  is  in  apparent  discrimination  against 
him  if  a  demand  meter  is  installed  in  his  premises  for  the  pur- 
pose of  determining  his  demand^  but  no  such  meter  is  installed 
in  the  premises  of  his  neighbor  whose  demand  is  determined  by 
the  stop-watch  method.  The  company  should  llierefore  arrange 
to  install  demand  meters  in  the  premises  of  the  power  users 
whose  rates  are  based  on  a  demand  charge,  so  that  all  such  cus- 
tomers may  be  treated  alike  so  far  as  the  determination  of  the 
demand  is  concerned.  While  it  may  be  true  that  the  amount 
of  current  used  by  some  of  these  customers  does  not  justify  the 
installation  of  a  meter,  yet  this  is  an  element  of  cost  which  must 
be  considered  in  making  rates,  and  will  be  given  every  consid- 
eration in  due  course. 

For  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  proper  amount  upon  which 
the  company  should  be  entitled  to  earn  a  return,  we  have  pre- 
pared the  following  summary  of  various  tabulations  which  have 
been  discussed  in  this  opinion : 
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This  enables  us  to  see  what  the  fixed  capital  was  at  December 
31,  1916,  after  allowing  for  depreciation,  and  what  the  total 
amounts  would  be  including  working  capital,  and  deficiency  of 
return  at  the  sum  claimed  by  the  company,  namely,  $95,000; 
also  what  the  totals  would  be  if  there  was  allowed  for  deficiency 
of  return  the  amounts  shown  in  "P'  and  "H,"  which  are  $96,485 
and  $111,836,  respectively.  In  considering  this  phase  of  the 
case,  we  have  concluded  that  the  book  figures  in  tabulations  "A" 
and  "F'^  do  not  correctly  represent  the  actual  investment  of  the 
company,  as  we  have  before  shown,  and  that  they  properly  ought 
not  to  be  used  as  a  basis  for  ascertaining  upon  what  amount  the 
company  should  be  allowed  to  earn  a  return.  We  think  the 
company's  figures  shown  in  tabulation  "E"  should  be  eliminated 
from  the  present  consideration,  as  we  think  they  are  too  high  in 
some  respects,  as  we  have  pointed  out.  We  think  that  the  proper 
totals  to  be  used,  so  far  as  invested  capital  is  concerned,  are  those 
representing  the  Crowell  figures  in  tabulation  "A"  and  those  in 
^^B"  and  "D,"  the  cit/s  figures  in  "E"  and  those  in  "H"  based  on 
the  Crowell  valuations.  Disregarding  entirely  for  the  moment  the 
amount  to  be  allowed  for  deficiency  of  return,  we  see  that  the 
minimum  amount  in  any  of  these  last-mentioned  calculations  is 
$416,604  and  the  highest  is  $436,586.  The  difference  between 
them  is  slightly  less  than  $20,000.  It  might  not  be  unreasonable 
to  take  either  one  of  these  amounts,  but,  in  order  to  be  perfectly 
fair  to  all  concerned,  we  have  considered  that  it  would  be  proper 
to  take  the  average  of  the  total  amounts  in  the  five  tabulations 
under  consideration  for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  what  the 
total  invested  capital  was  as  of  December  31,  1916,  after  allow- 
ing for  depreciation.  We  find  that  this  amounts  to  $433,264. 
It  then  remains  for  us  to  determine  what  amount  should  be 
allowed  for  deficiency  of  return.  From  the  standpoint  of  the 
city's  counsel  and  engineer,  no  allowance  should  be  made  on  this 
account.  The  company  claimed,  as  we  have  stated,  that  it  was 
entitled  to  an  allowance  of  $95,000  for  this  purpose  in  ascer- 
taining what  rates  it  might  properly  be  permitted  to  charge. 
From  the  calculations  made  by  our  division  of  capitalization, 
based  on  the  book  figures  of  the  company,  we  have  seen  that  the 
actual  deficiency  of  return  on  an  8  per  cent  basis  as  of  Decem- 
ber 31,  1916,  is  $96,485,  and  on  the  basis  of  the  Crowell  figures 
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it  is  $111^836  as  of  the  same  date.  In  tabulation  ^^F"  it  appeals 
that  the  surplus  of  the  company  for  the  year  1916,  after  allow- 
ing for  depreciation  and  an  8  per  cent  return  on  the  invested 
capital,  was  $13,211,  and  on  the  basis  of  tabulation  "H"  the  sxn- 
plus  for  the  same  period  was  $11,660.  This  is  without  giving 
any  consideration  to  the  question  of  a  return  upon  the  deficiency 
which  has  accumulated  during  the  years  1,908  to  1916  inclu- 
sive. Inasmuch  as  the  company  now  appears  to  be  earning 
something  more  than  8  per  cent  on  its  investment,  it  seems  to 
us  that  we  are  justified  in  concluding  that  it  is  not  entitled  to 
earn  a  return  upon  a  deficiency  in  excess  of  $95,000,  notwith- 
standing the  accumulated  deficiency  is  apparently  somewhat 
larger.  IJppn  this  basis  the  company  is  entitled  to  a  return  upon 
its  total  invested  capital  plus  a  deficiency  of  return  of  $95,000, 
or  a  total  amount  of  $518,264.  The  results  which  will  follow 
in  the  basis  of  the  earnings  of  the  company  for  the  year  1916 
are  as  follows : 

Fixed  capital  after  allowing  for  depreciation  . . .  $398,264 
Working  capital  26,000 

Total  capital  for  computing  return $423,264 

Deficiency  of  return 06,000 

Total  amount  on  which  to  base  return $618,264 

GroBs  revenue  1916   $203,693 

Operating  expenses   including   taxes    (deprecia- 
tion excluded) 139,985 

.  Net  operating  revenue 63,708 

Return  on  capital  and  deficiency  at  8% $41,461 

Depreciation    12,231 

Necessary  net  revenue 63,692 

Surplus  10,01« 

[14]  It  may,  and  probably  wiU,  be  claimed  that  the  company 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  earn  anything  more  than  the  return 
on  this  amount,  and  that  it  is  not  entitled  to  have  anything  left 
for  a  surplus  after  paying  8  per  cent  on  $518,264;  but  vie 
have  in  mind  that  portion  of  the  law  relating  to  these  nuitters 
which  states  that  a  corporation  should  be  allowed  not  only  to 
earn  a  reasonable  average  return  upon  the  capital  actually  ex- 
pended, but  also  something  for  surplus  and  contingencies.  This 
is  undoubtedly  sound.     If,  when  a  company  has  paid  to  its 
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stockholders  the  amount  which  represents  the  return  on  their 
investment^  there  is  nothing  left  over,  then  there  would  be  no 
accumulation  in  the  treasury  to  enable  the  corporation  to  make 
extensions  and  additions  to  its  property  without  increasing  its 
capital,  or  to  provide  for  any  imusual  expense  to  which  it  might 
be  subjected  in  the  conduct  of  its  business  and  which  might  per- 
haps not  be  a  proper  subject  for  capitalization.  That  there  are 
such  contingencies  is  weU  known  to  everyone  who  is  at  all  fa- 
miliar with  public  utilities  like  the  Lockport  company.  Then, 
again,  there  is  the,  serious  question  of  obsolescence,  which  we 
have  not  brought  into  the  consideration  of  this  case,  and  it  is 
something  which  must  always  be  borne  in  mind.  While  it  is 
true  that  it  may  not  be  of  so  much  moment  at  the  present  time, 
due  to  the  great  improvements  which  have  been  made  in  recent 
years  in  the  electrical  industry,  yet  such  improvements  are  going 
on  from  year  to  year,  and  the  companies  must  be  able  to  take 
advantage  of  those  improvemtots  if  they  are  to  keep  abreast  of 
the  times,  and  to  give  such  service  as  the  public  requires  and  is 
entitled  to  expect  if  a  fair  and  reasonable  price  is  paid  for  that 
service.  While  the  depreciation  account  takes  care  of  some  por- 
tion of  obsolescence,  yet  depreciation,  as  we  have  figured  it  in 
the  present  case,  does  not  take  care  of  unusual  items  of  obso- 
lescence. We  believe  that  it  is  better  for  the  public  to  permit  a 
company  to  earn  a  small  surplus  so  that  it  may  not  be  handi- 
capped in  keeping  fully  abreast  of  the  times,  and  so  that  the 
public  can  successfully  assert  its  claim  that  such  improvements 
as  are  necessary  and  desirable  should  be  promptly  made,  and 
not  permit  the  company  to  be  placed  in  a  position  where  it  can 
plead  that  it  is  too  poor  to  comply  with  such  demands.  If  a 
condition  of  prosperity  prevails  with  a  corporation,  there  will 
be  no  necessity  or  justification  for  it  to  urge  that  it  ought  not 
to  be  required  to  make  extensions  and  improvements  which  the 
public  desires  and  is  entitled  to,  because  such  extensions  and 
improvements  will  not  earn  a  fair  return  on  the  investment.  Ex- 
tensions could  be  made  upon  which  the  return  to  the  company 
might  be  nothing  for  a  considerable  period  of  time  if  considered 
entirely  by  themselves,  but  the  fact  that  the  total  business  of 
the  company  is  prosperous  even  though  some  of  the  extensions 
asked  for  by  the  company  would  be  unprofitable  would  warrant 
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making  them,  and  would  also  justify  a  regulating  body  in  or- 
dering them  to  be  made.  In  this  way  many  people  would  have 
an  opportunity  to  get  service  who  might  otherwise  be  deprived 
of  it  if  the  company  was  able  to  demonstrate  that  it  would  be 
unable  to  earn  anything  on  the  additional  investment  required 
to  give  the  desired  service.  The  expectation  is  that  when  a 
corporation  obtains  a  franchise  from  the  public  to  enable  it 
to  give  service  in  a  community,  that  it  shall,  so  far  as  possible, 
give  the  entire  community  that  service,  provided  it  can  be  done 
and  still  give  the  company  a  fair  return  on  its  investment 

So,  we  say  that  the  Lockport  company  and  the  public  which 
it  serves  is  better  off  in  every  respect  if  it  is  able  to  earn  an 
amount  which  will  enable  it  to  have  a  surplus  available  for 
some  of  the  purposes  we  have  indicated,  and,  if  the  company 
continues  to  prosper,  the  time  may  come  when  it  will  have  suc- 
ceeded in  earning  out  the  deficiency  which  has  been  accumu- 
lating in  the  past  years,  and  if  that  time  does  come,  and  l^e 
company  has  been  able  to  give  all  of  the  service  which  may 
reasonably  be  required  from  it,  then  a  situation  will  be  presented 
where  a  reduction  in  its  rates  may  very  properly  be  required. 

We  cannot  speculate,  however,  as  to  the  future ;  for  none  of 
us  knows  what  it  may  bring  forth.  As  a  matter  of  fact  we  have 
not  given  any  consideration  to  the  operating  expenses  of  the 
company  for  the  year  1917,  which  we  presume  have  increased 
considerably  over  1916,  the  same  as  those  of  other  companies 
engaged  in  business  under  substantially  similar  conditions  as 
the  Lockport  company,  and  it  might  be  that  the  earnings  of  the 
corporation  for  1917  will  not  show  any  substantial  amount  over 
and  above  an  8  per  cent  return  on  the  capital  invested  plus  the 
deficiency  of  return.  It  is  also  quite  probable  that  the  operating 
expenses  for  1918  will  be  equal  to,  if  not  higher  than,  those  for 
1917,  and  this  condition  is  likely  to  prevail  until  the  world  gets 
back  to  what  we  frequently  term  the  normal  conditions  which 
prevailed  prior  to  1915. 

Then,  again,  if  business  conditions  become  depressed  for  any 
considerable  period  of  time,  the  surplus  which  the  company  is 
able  to  build  up  may  be  of  material  assistance  in  enabling  it  to 
maintain  the  rate  of  return  to  its  stockholders,  inasmuch  as  it 
seems  to  be  a  well-established  fact  that  property  employed  in 
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the  public  service  is  entitled  to  a  reasonable  rate  of  return  in 
bad  times  as  well  as  when  prosperity  prevails.  This  is  particu- 
larly true  in  recent  years,  since  corporations  have  been  subject 
to  regulation,  and  their  rates  have  been  fixed  with  respect  to  the 
earnings  which  the  company  should  be  permitted  to  receive,  and 
every  effort  is  being  made  to  see  that  rates  to  the  public  are  fair 
and  that  the  corporation  shall,  so  far  as  possible,  have  only  a 
fair  return  for  the  service  which  it  renders  the  public.  Then 
again,  of  course,  under  regulation,  the  companies  are  not  per-^ 
mitted  to  earn  exorbitant  profits  in  the  prosperous  years  which 
would  aid  them  in  providing  for  their  necessities  during  the  lean 
years. 

In  any  event  the  facts  which  have  been  developed  in  this  case 
do  not  seem  to  justify  a  determination  that  the  present  rate 
schedule  of  the  Lockport  company  is  either  unfair,  unreasonable, 
or  inequitable,  at  least  so  far  as  the  residence  lighting  customers 
and  small  power  users  are  concerned;  and  we  believe,  and  so 
determine,  that  there  is  no  reason,  so  far  as  the  record  in  this 
case  discloses,  why  the  rate  schedule  which  was  fixed  by  the 
order  of  the  Commission  on  October  5,  1915,  should  be  modified 
in  any  respect  at  this  time,  and  the  application  of  the  Electric 
Consumers  Protective  Association,  the  Lockport  Board  of  Com- 
merce, and  the  city  of  Lockport  for  a  revision  of  the  existing 
rates  of  the  Lockport  company  should  be  denied,  and  an  order 
to  that  effect  entered  in  due  course. 

All  concur  except  Emmet,  Commissioner,  absent,  and  Barhite, 
Commissioner,  who  votes  in  favor  of  the  opinion  except  in  so  far 
as  it  refers  to  the  Thompson  Investigating  Committee  or  the 
action  taken  by  that  committee,  as  he  does  not  consider  it  proper 
in  a  proceeding  of  this  kind  to  consider  that  question  or  the 
action  of  that  committee. 

Note. — In  apportioning  the  value  of  the  plant  between  the  heating 
department  and  the  electric  department  of  a  utility  that  formerly 
operated  the  plant  as  a  combined  heating  and  electric  plant,  but 
which  at  present  purchases  its  current,  the  Illinois  Commission  held 
that  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  fact  that  the  utility  is  re- 
quired to  maintain  the  plant  as  a  stand-by  electric  plant.  Re  Illinois 
Northern  Utilities  Co.  Case  Xo.  4399,  June  28, 1917.  Commissioner 
Shaw  said :  "It  is  believed  that  one  view  that  should  be  given  con- 
sideration is  that  the  petitioner  is  required  by  its  agreement  to  main* 
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tain  a  stand-by  electric  plants  and  that  in  view  of  this  one  entire  plant 
is  chargeable  to  the  electric  department  nnder  all  conditions,  and 
therefore  no  part  of  the  fixed  charges  should  be  borne  by  the  heat 
department.  Furthermore  the  record  shows  that  interruptions  to 
electric  seirice  furnished  to  Aledo  by  the  transmission  line  have  been 
numerous^  and,  in  some  instances,  of  several  hours'  duration,  due  in 
part  to  transmission  line  troubles  and  in  part  to  power  station  trouble. 
This  would  further  support  the  theory  that  the  Aledo  generating 
plant  is  es^ntial  to  the  maintenance  of  satisfactory  electric  service, 
and  therefore  the  fixed  charges  thereon  are  entirely  an  electric  ex- 
pense. This  view  or  theory  was  not  presented  by  either  of  the 
engineers  testifying  in  this  case,  and  while  the  Commission  does  not 
find  that  such  a  view  should  be  taken  to  the  exclusion  of  all  others^  it 
does  believe  that  the  theory  is  worthy  of  some  consideration.'' 

In  Ee  Mooresville  Public  Service  Co.  No.  3001,  Sept.  20,  1917, 
the  Indiana  Commission  said  that,  in  separating  the  operating  and 
maintenance  expense  as  between  the  various  plant  imits,  the  revenue 
basis  of  apportionment  was  the  most  scientific  way^  when  the  actual 
expenses  had  not  been  kept,  or  were  not  available. 
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MONTE  VISTA  VALLEY  BOAED  OP  TBADE  et  sL 

V. 

WESTEBN  EMPIBE  SUBURBAN  PABMS  ASSOCIATION. 

[Case  No.  1066.] 

BE  WESTEBN  EMPJBE  SUBURBAN  PABMS  ASSOCIATION. 

[Application  No.  2912.] 
[Decision  No.  6065.] 

Public  utility  —  Water  plant  of  land  development  company, 

1.  A  land  development  company  operating  a  water  system  in  con- 
nection with  its  colonization  scheme  is  a  public  utility  with  respect 
thereto,  where  it  serves  many  persons  not  stockholders,  at  established 
rates. 

Di8orim,ination  —  Service  installationa  —  Com^bination  domestic  and 
irrigation  tooter  utility. 

2.  The  practice  of  a  utility  engaged  in  furnishing  water  for  domes- 
tic and  irrigation  uses  under  a  plan  contemplating  a  distinct  system 
for  each  service,  in  installing  a  separate  domestic  service  for  some  cus- 
tomers, while  requiring  others  who  are  already  furnished  water  for 
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both  uses  through  the  irrigation  system  to  install  the  domestio  senrice 
at  their  expense,  is  unjustly  discriminatory. 

Meparation  -^  Service  connections  —  Meters  —  Subsequent  to  general 
rule  fixing  practice, 

3.  The  California  Ck>mmission  required  a  water  utility  to  refund, 
with  intereflt  at  6  per  oent,  all  amounts  collected  for  normal  service 
connections  and  meters  subsequent  to  the  date  of  a  general  rule  of  the 
Commission  requiring  such  installations  to  be  made  at  expense  of  the 
utility. 

Service  —  Irrigation  —  Service  connections  —  DeposHk, 

4.  A  utility  furnishing  water  for  irrigation  purposes  must  install 
service  connections  at  its  own  expense  without  deposit,  unless  the  size 
of  the  connection  is  clearly  greater  than  warranted  in  consideration  of 
the  size  of  service  usually  installed  for  like  acreage. 

DiserinUnaHon  —  Service  —  Water  —  Irrigation  —  Rotation  —  I7n- 
UnUted  service, 

5.  The  practice  of  a  water  utility  furnishing  domestic  and  irriga- 
tion service,  in  delivering  all  waters  used  by  consumers  who  have  no 
irrigation  service  installation  through  the  domestic  line  without  limita- 
tion of  use,  is  discriminatory,  where  the  use  of  water  for  irrigation  is 
limited  l^  a  rotation  system. 

Service  —  Information  to  consumers. 

6.  A  public  utility  is  required  to  inform  fully  its  consumers  upon 
all  points  in  which  their  interests  with  the  utility  are  involved. 

[January  21,  1018.] 

Complaint  agaiiut  the  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  for  failure  to  provide  proper  service  and  for  dis- 
criminations in  rates  and  practices,  combined  with  the  utility's 
application  for  authority  to  adjust  and  increase  its  water  rates ; 
schedule  of  rates  fixed  and  certain  discriminatory  practices  cor- 
rected. 

Appearances :  T.  C.  Gould  for  complainants ;  0.  S.  Tappaan 
for  defendant ;  W.  H.  Wieman  and  W.  T.  Helms  for  interveners. 

Lovelandy  Commissioner:  The  complaint  against  the  defend- 
ant alleges,  in  brief,  that  defendant  is  a  public  utility  corporation 
subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Bailroad  Commission  of  this 
state,  with  all  the  rights  and  obligations  of  a  public  utility  de- 
veloping and  distributing  water  for  irrigation  and  domestic  use ; 
that  defendant  is  capitalized  for  $800,000,  divided  into  8,000 
shares  at  the  par  value  of  $100 ;  that  it  has  authorized  a  bonded 
indebtedness  of  $258,900  of  which  $129,450  par  value  and 
3,883^  shares  of  stock  were  transferred  to  M.  V.  Hartranft 
January  5,  1911,  together  with  a  certain  agreement  providing 
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for  further  issues  to  Hartranft;  that  complainants  and  other 
landowners  have  paid  to  defendant  a  large  sum  of  money,  in 
return  f6r  which  defendant  was  to  have  provided  certain  facil- 
ities; that  defendant  has  failed  to  provide  the  facilities  agreed 
upon ;  that,  without  right,  it  has  imposed  charges  for  service  con- 
nections and  meters ;  that  the  rates  charged  for  water  are  dis- 
criminatory and  excessive;  and  that  the  service  of  water  is 
insufficient  and  inadequate,  and  the  pressure  in  the  mains  not 
sufficient  for  fire  protection  or  domestic  service.  The  prayer  of 
the  petition  is  that  this  Commission  inquire  into  all  the  matters 
complained  of,  fix  reasonable  rates  and  charges  for  domestic  and 
irrigation  service,  and  prescribe  rules  and  regulations  governing 
such  service.  Also,  that  the  defendant  corporation  be  required 
to  extend  its  system  to  all  portions  of  the  territory  which  it  pu^ 
ports  to  serve.  Incidental  measures  indicated  in  the  prayer  are 
naturally  to  be  provided  in  the  establishment  of  rules  and  reg- 
ulations which  will  conform  to  the  general  requirements  of  this 
Commission. 

The  answer  of  the  defendant  admits  its  status  as  a  public 
utility;  that  it  is  capitalized  at  the  sum  of  $800,000  as  stated 
by  the  complaint;  denies  that  the  complainants  or  other  owners 
of  land  ever  paid  into  the  corporation  any  moneys  for  the  pur- 
chase or  development  of  water  rights  or  system,  and  alleges  that 
defendant  has  acquired  water  rights  and  a  complete  system  for 
serving  all  lands  with  irrigation. water,  and  denies  inadequacy 
of  service.  Referring  to  an  independent  domestic  water  supply, 
it  is  denied  that  the  property  owners  have  paid  the  defendant  a 
large  amount  of  money  for  the  installation  of  a  domestic  water 
system;  and,  while  it  admits  that  $5,008  were  so  paid,  it  is 
alleged  that  defendant  expended  an  additional  sum  in  excess  of 
$7,000  for  this  purpose.  It  is  denied  that  rates  are  excessive  or 
discriminatory ;  that  the  pressure  or  quantity  of  water  furnished 
is  inadequate  for  either  irrigation  purposes  or  domestic  use,  and 
defendant  prays  that  the  complaint  be  heard  in  conjunction 
with  its  application  filed  together  with  the  answer. 

The  application  of  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Associa- 
tion states  that  its  water  department,  which  alone  is  operated  as 
a  public  utility,  is  intended  to  serve  lands  aggregating  1,720 
acres,  this  area  being  constituted  by  various  described  parcels 
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dealt  in  hj  applicant  as  a  land  subdividing  and  selling  agency. 
Service  is  also  rendered  adjacent  lands.  It  is  alleged  that  ap- 
plicant was  incorporated  for  the  purpose  of  establishing  a  colony 
of  small  landowners,  and  that  all  contracts  and  deeds  provided 
for  the  construction  and  maintenance  of  a  water  supply  system ; 
that  the  system  was  constructed  and  since  1911  has  been  in 
operation;  that  purchasers  of  a  considerable  part  of  the  tract 
have  failed  to  avail  themselves  of  the  water  supply;  and  that  the 
rates  originally  fixed  in  contemplation  of  complete  use  of  the 
system  have  proved  to  be  unjust  to  applicant. 

The  present  cost  of  maintaining  and  operating  the  system  and 
making  necessary  changes  is  stated  to  be  such  that  the  fates 
collected  are  insufficient  to  cover. even  these  expenditures  without 
any  return  upon  investment. 

The  prayer  of  applicant  is  that  the  Railroad  Commission  make 
its  order  authorizS  applicant  to  readjust  rates  and  increase  the 
same  so  that  it  can  properly  and  adequately  maintain  and  operate 
its  water  system. 

We  will  discuss  the  questions  involved  in  this  complaint  and 
application  under  appropriate  headings  and  in  the  order  that 
appears  to  be  most  logicaL 

Legal  staius  of  defendant. 

[1]  The  complainants  allege  and  defendant  admits  that  the 
Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Association  is  a  public  utility 
corporation,  this  status  affecting,  according  to  defendant,  only 
the  water  system  constructed  by  it  and  the  maintenance  and 
operation  of  the  same. 

Testimony  clearly  shows  that  many  persons  who  are  not  stock- 
holders in  the  defendant  corporation  are  served  with  water  at 
established  rates,  some  of  the  water  users  having  at  one  time  been 
stockholders  and  since  relinquished  that  stock  in  preference  to 
paying  assessments.  We  find  that  the  Western  Empire  Subur- 
ban Farms  Association,  in  fact,  owns  and  operates  for  compensa* 
tion  a  water  system  as  defined  in  the  Public  Utilities  Act  and 
chapter  80,  Laws  of  1913.  We  find,  however,  that  it  is  necessary 
for  the  Commission  to  look  into  the  operations  of  defendant 
corporation  in  certain  other  matters  in  determination  of  the 
charges  properly  to  be  covered  by  ratepayers  for  public  utility 
water  service. 
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Adeqtuicy  of  service. 

[2]  The  testimony  shows  that  all  purchasers  of  land  w&e 
given  reason  to  expect  through  representations  of  defendant  that 
a  complete  irrigation  system  reaching  every  part  of  the  tract 
was  installed  and  ready  for  use  previous  to  a  certain  soKailled 
distribution  day,  June  7,  1911,  and  that  arrangements  were  later 
made  for  a  separate  domestic  water  system  to  be  paid  for  by  an 
assessment  of  $10  per  acre,  this  amount  to  be  paid  by  land  buyers 
in  addition  to  the  payments  for  the  land.  One  complainant  paid 
the  assessment  for  domestic  water  which  defendant's  manager 
stated  by  letter  was  to  be  provided  on  every  street  of  the  tracts 
and  said  complainant  was  thereafter  denied  the  separate  domestic 
service  imless  said  complainant  would  construct  separately  a  pipe 
line  600  feet  in  length. 

The  testimony  shows  that  in  another  instanT^  a  separate  pipe 
line  was  installed  at  the  outright  expense  of  defendant  to  the 
higher  portion  of  a  tract  when  a  pipe  line  already  reached  the 
lower  portion.  There  clearly  has  been  discrimination  in  this 
particular  instance,  and  I  shall  recommend  an  order  that  will 
cure  this  discrimination  and  will  provide  against  its  recurrence. 
It  is  not  certain  that  there  should  in  all  instances  be  a  duplication 
of  pipe  system  to  provide  from  one  system  irrigation  water  and 
from  the  other  domestic  water  available  at  all  times  and  under 
adequate  pressure,  but  if  there  is  one  pipe  system  only  it  should 
be  available  for  all  equally,  and  should  there  be  demand  for 
domestic  use,  it  must  be  made  available  at  all  times  and  luider 
pressure  that  will  reach  all  parts  of  the  premises  as  customarily 
served  by  companies  providing  for  domestic  use. 

[3]  The  defen4ant,  until  a  recent  date,  subsequent  to  the  1st 
of  December,  1915,  when  a  general  order  of  the  Conunission 
stopping  such  practices  became  effective,  has  collected  payment 
for  the  installation  of  services  and  meters.  The  Commission's 
general  order  referred  to  is  printed  in  Re  Water,  Gas,  Electric 
&  Teleph.  Utilities,  8  Oal.  R  C.  372,  as  Decision  No.  2879  in 
Case  No.  683.  This  order  provides  that  services  and  meters 
for  normal  size  must  be  installed  at  the  utility's  expense.  The 
only  exception  is  made  in  case  the  utility  believes  that  the  serv- 
ice will  not  be  used  in  the  reasonably  immediate  future,  this 
being  subject  to  review  by  the  Railroad  Commission.    The  Com- 
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mission,  therefore,  must  find  that  defendant  is  under  obligation 
to  return  all  amounts  collected  since  December  1,  1915,  to  cover 
the  installation  of  services  to  the  property  line  or  meters,  to- 
gether with  interest  on  such  payments  at  6  per  cent. 

[4]  Defendant,  during  recent  months,  has  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission a  tentative  rule  under  which  it  has  required  prospective 
irrigation  consumers  to  deposit  the  cost  of  irrigation  connections, 
claiming  these  to  be  of  other  than  normal  size.  It  was  allowed 
to  file  this  rule  subject  to  consideration  should  complaint  arise. 
There  has  been  complaint,  and  the  Commission  must  hold  that 
defendant  is  under  obligation  to  provide  such  connections  with- 
out deposit  unless  the  size  of  coimection  requested  is  clearly 
greater  than  that  warranted  by  the  probability  of  use  as  evidenced 
by  the  area  to  be  irrigated  and  the  size  of  service  that  has 
customarily  been  provided  for  like  acreage.  The  testimony  re- 
lating to  shortage  of  water  supply,  general  inadequacy^  of  pres- 
sure, and  periods  during  which  no  water  supply  was  available, 
is  extremely  conflicting.  The  fact  that  the  area  served  by  de- 
fendant varies  in  elevation  some  500  feet,  and  that  this  is  divided 
into  two  service  zones,  makes  it  very  possible  that  those  on  lower 
levels  may  receive  water  continuously  and  under  satisfactory 
pressure,  while  others  at  higher  levels  may  be  entirely  without 
water.  That  defendant  realizes  this  is  indicated  by  its  stated 
plan  to  divide  the  distribution  system  into  three  or  four  zones, 
thereby  making  pressures  more  nearly  uniform  and  reducing 
the  present  very  excessive  pressure  that  obtains  in  portions  of 
both  the  higher  and  lower  zones  of  service.  The  testimony  in- 
dicates that  defendant  has  under  its  control  a  sufficient  water 
supply  for  the  satisfaction  of  all  demands  of  consumers  at  the 
present  time,  and  that  it  can,  by  either  development  work  in  the 
watershed  where  it  obtains  part  of  its  supply  or  by  the  sinking 
of  additional  wells  or  installation  of  pumping  plants,  meet  any 
increased  demand  that  is  likely  to  arise  from  additional  use  of 
water  in  the  district  that  it  has  undertaken  to  supply. 

It  seems  clear  that  there  has  been  unwarranted  and  unneces- 
sary cessation  of  service  in  various  portions  of  the  tract,  and  the 
map  of  the  system  shows  that  complainants  whose  service  has 
been  irregular  have  in  every  instance  resided  in  the  higher  por- 
tions of  one  or  the  other  of  the  service  zones.    It  is  difficult  to 
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arrive  at  a  determination  of  the  extent  of  deprivation  of  supply 
that  has  been  experienced  by  complainants.  We  will  endeavor 
in  the  order  herein  to  so  provide  that  the  particular  territories 
in  which  it  has  been  claimed  that  there  was  shortage  of  water  at 
times  will  be  better  provided  either  by  pipe  lines  or  by  so  op- 
erating the  system  that  especial  attention  will  be  given  those 
particular  districts. 

[5]  Certain  of  the  complainants  protest  against  the  deliveries 
of  water  on  the  irrigation  system  by  the  so-called  rotation  meth- 
od, the  rotation  periods  being  at  intervals  of  two  weeks  or  three 
weeks,  and  it  being  alleged  that  this  makes  it  impossible  to 
irrigate  gardens  and  berry  crops  adequately.  For  some  seasons 
previous  to  1917  the  rotation  period  was  generally  three  weeks. 
During  1917  it  has  been  two  weeks.  It  is  testified  that  even 
this  interval  is  too  great  to  allow  adequate  irrigation  of  the  crops 
named.    This  will  be  cared  for  in  the  order  herein. 

Discrimination  exists  in  that,  where  all  water  used  is  delivered 
through  the  so-called  domestic  water  pipe  lines  and  no  irrigation 
pipe  lines  are  installed,  there  is  no  limitation  of  water  use  either 
as  to  time  or  amount,  excepting  in  case  of  general  emergency. 
This  should  be  corrected  either  by  fixing  a  higher  prioe  to  be 
paid  when  there  is  no  limitation  of  use,  or  by  so  providing  that 
the  service  for  like  uses  will  be  alike  in  all  portions  of  the  district 
served  by  the  defendant. 

[6]  There  were  many  charges  that  discrimination  has  resulted 
purely  from  the  acts  of  the  manager  of  defendant,  M.  V.  Hart- 
ranft,  or  various  employees.  Whether  or  not  the  statements 
made  or  the  denials  of  such  statements  by  those  charged  with 
improper  practices  are  true,  it  is  unnecessary  for  this  Commis- 
sion to  determine  in  this  proceeding.  We  believe  that  the  record 
in  this  case  clearly  indicates  that  the  policy  of  the  management 
has  been  arbitrary  in  the  extreme,  the  management  appearing 
to  have  constituted  itself  a  paternal  agency  with  a  ri^t  to 
guide  the  purchasers  of  land  in  this  district  in  matters  involving 
general  conduct  as  well  as  the  affairs  of  the  public  utility.  D®" 
f endant  must  realize  that  all  water  users  served  have  a  ri^t  to 
be  fully  informed  upon  all  points  in  which  their  interests  are 
involved.  This  is  not  only  required  by  the  Bailroad  Oomnaission 
as  a  general  policy,  but  is  advisable  from  a  business  standpoint 
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as  well.  The  testimony  discloses  some  carelessness  in  the  hand- 
ling of  accounts  that  may  or  may  not  have  resulted  in  actual 
discrimination  in  the  payment  of  rates.  This  will,  of  course,  he 
corrected. 

Property  of  the  associaiioTU 

The  Commission's  assistant  auditor,  J.  W.  White,  and  others 
of  this  department,  made  a  careful  examination  of  the  books  of 
defendant  The  report  setting  forth  their  determinations  is  filed 
imder  application  TSo.  2912  as  Commission's  exhibit  No.  4.  This 
shows  the  operations  of  defendant  in  all  its  activities  to  have 
resulted  in  an  expenditure  of  $393,377,  $26,441.44  remaining 
unpaid,  and  receipts  amounting  to  $405,378.26,  less  accounts 
receivable  and  cash  on  hand  of  $36,486.02.  The  water  system 
investment  is  found  to  be  $117,899.88.  While  the  Commission 
has  no  jurisdiction  in  the  operations  of  defendant  that  are  not 
of  a  public  utility  nature,  it  is  to  be  noted  that  there  are  still 
certain  amounts  due  in  payment  for  land  sold  to  colonists  and 
defendant  remains  owner  of  some  810  acres  which  it  has  for  sale. 

The  financial  history  of  defendant  is  greatly  involved  with  that 
of  other  corporations  promoted  by  M.  V.  Hartranft,  who  was 
the  principal  in  the  development  of  this  project.  Of  these, 
the  Fruit  World  Publishing  Company,  a  certain  suburban  farms 
association  pool,  which  was  an  association  of  individuals,  the 
Glendale  &  Eagle  Kock  Railway,  and  operations  of  Hartranft  as 
an  individual,  received  particular  mention  in  the  hearings.  In 
the  hearings  on  the  application,  Mr.  A.  R.  Carter,  witness  for 
defendant,  presented  as  applicant's  exhibit  "C"  (amended)  a 
determination  of  original  cost,  reproduction  cost,  and  reproduc- 
tion cost  less  depreciation  of  the  water  system,  amounting  to 
respectively  $124,885.93,  $170,720,  and  $153,255.72.  The 
Commission's  hydraulic  division  made  a  separate  determination, 
and  suggested  as  the  fair  cost  of  the  operative  property  that 
should  be  considered  effective  in  determining  rateg  to  be  paid 
by  water  users  as  of  1916,  $44,255,  and  as  the  cost  of  the  remain- 
ing part  of  the  property  charged  by  applicant  to  the  water  sys- 
tem $68,562,  a  total  for  the  entire  property  of  $112,817. 

The  testimony  shows  that  water  service  was  extended  to  three 
tracts  of  land  outside  the  original  area  and  in  addition  to  land 
purchased  by  defendant  since  the  original  area  of  1,726  acres 
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was  determined  upon.  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  proportion  of  the  property  used  and  useful  in  the  service  of 
present  consumers  is  of  the  fair  value  of  $44,255.  The  acreage 
that  has  been  served  witJi  water,  in  whole  or  part,  amounts  to 
850  acres  according  to  the  Commission's  engineer,  basing  his 
determination  upon  approximate  records,  and  this  indicates  a 
cost  of  system  per  acre  of  $52. 

Depreciation. 

The  Commission's  engineer  testified  that  there  shoidd  be  set 
aside  annually  the  sum  of  $677.25  to  cover  operative  property 
subject  to  physical  deterioration,  and  that  $12.60  would  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  for  replacement  of  the  portion  of  the  property 
considered  nonoperative. 

Mr.  Carter  shows  in  applicant's  exhibit  "A"  an  estimated 
allowance  of  $2,560.87  per  year.  It  appears  that  Mr.  Carter 
made  his  determination  by  first  determining  reproduction  cost 
then  more  or  lees  arbitrarily,  present  value  or  reproduction  cost 
less  depreciation,  and  dividing  the  difference  by  the  average  age. 
The  method  pursued  by  the  Commission's  engineer  is  in  conform- 
ity with  this  Conunission's  practice,  and  we  will  assume  that 
there  should  be  provided  in  rates  the  sum  of  $700  annually  to 
be  considered  as  a  fund  for  the  replacement  of  structures. 

Mainterumce  and  operation. 

The  records  of  applicant  show  maintenance  and  operation  ex- 
pense exclusive  of  general  expenses  to  have  averaged  $2,200 
per  annum  during  the  last  four  years.  The  1916  expense  is 
shown  to  have  been  $3,580.  During  this  year  it  is  of  record 
that  applicant  expended  an  unusual  amoimt  in  repair  of  mains 
and  general  rehabilitation  of  the  system.  It  will  be  assumed 
that  $3,000  per  annum  should  be  provided  for  maintenance 
and  operation  expense  other  than  general ;  that  a  general  manager 
and  superintendent  should  be  employed  at  $1,800  per  annmn, 
and  that  $500  should  be  provided  for  all  other  general  expenses. 
This  makes  in  all  $5,300. 

Establishment  of  a  rate. 

It  is  in  testimony  that  an  analysis  of  the  company's  aocotints 
of  the  year,  March,  1916,  to  February,  1917,  inclusive,  indicates 
2,222  individual  consumer  months  during  which  water  was  used, 
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or  minimum  charges  paid,  and  7,300,000  cubic  feet  of  water 
consumed.  At  least  two  consumers  were  not  included  in  this 
record,  these  being  M.  V.  Hartranft  and  Captain  H.  F.  Hatch. 
It  will  be  assumed  that  the  use  of  water  actually  reached  7,500,- 
000  cubic  feet  and  the  number  of  consumer  months  were  2,300. 

The  records  in  proceedings  under  the  application  indicate  a 
recent  annual  increase  in  gross  revenue  of  7i  per  cent. 

We  have  used  the  above  data  in  determining  that  the  schedule 
of  rates  set  forth  in  the  order  herewith  will  provide  reasonable 
returns  to  the  company  on  that  portion  of  the  investment  which 
has  been  found  proper  as  a  rate  base  under  present  conditions, 
and  the  sxun.  of  $6,000  per  annum  for  maintenance  and  operation 
of  the  system  and  replacement  of  structures. 

The  initial  charge  of  $4  per  acre  that  the  Commission  will 
establish  in  the  order  herewith,  will  apply  where  water  is  taken 
or  in  instances  in  which  the  landowner  desires  to  retain  the  right 
to  take  the  water. 

I  reconmiend  the  following  order: 

ORDER. 

Complaint  having  been  made  by  the  Monte  Vista  Valley  Board 
of  Trade,  a  corporation,  and  others  against  the  Western  Empire 
Suburban  Farms  Association,  a  corporation,  engaged,  among 
other  things,  in  the  business  of  developing,  selling,  and  distrib- 
uting water,  and  the  said  association  having  made  application 
for  authority  to  adjust  and  increase  its  rates  for  water  sold,  and 
the  Commission  being  fully  apprised  in  the  premises,  the  Rail- 
road Commission  hereby  finds  that  the  rates  now  charged  by 
defendant  for  water  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  that  the 
rates  herein  established  are  just  and  reasonable  rates. 

Basing  the  order  herein  on  the  foregoing  finding  of  fact  and 
on  the  further  findings  which  are  contained  in  the  opinion  which 
precedes  this  order, 

It  is  hereby  ordered  that  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 

Association  shall  discontinue  the  rates  that  it  has  been  charging 

for  .water  service,  and  shall  substitute  therefor  the  following 

schedule  of  water  rates: 
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Rates. 

An  annual  payment  in  advance  of  any  water  use  of  $4  per  acre  of  net  area 
in  the  tract  where  the  service  is  desired. 

Minimum  monthly  payments  when  water  is  used,  for  each  service  connection: 

One  inch  diameter  or  less $1.00 

One  and  one-half  inch  diameter  1.50 

Two  inch  diameter  2.00 

Three  inch  diameter   3.00 

For  water  used: 

First  500  cubic  feet  at  20  cents  per  100  cubic  feet. 

Next  500  cubic  feet  at  10  cents  per  100  cubic  feet. 

All  use  above  1,000  cubic  feet  from  domestic  lines,  3i  cents  per  100  cubic 

feet. 
All  use  above  1,000  cubic  feet  from  irrigation  pipe  lines,  2}  cents  per  100 

cubic  feet. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  install  service  connections  at  its  own  expense  upon 
application  of  persons  desiring  to  use  water,  and  that  it  return, 
together  with  6  per  cent  interest,  all  payments  or  deposits  for 
service  connections  to  the  property  line  and  meters  that  have 
been  received  by  it  subsequent  to  December  1,  1915. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  provide  means  for  measurement  of  water  delivered  to 
consumers  from  the  so-called  irrigation  pipe  lines  in  such  manner 
as  may  be  satisfactory  to  the  individual  consumer,  subject,  in 
case  of  controversy,  to  the  determination  by  the  Bailroad  Com- 
mission. 

It  is  f  uriher  ordered  that  the  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  arrange,  in  so  far  as  it  is  possible  to  do  so,  for 
deliveries  of  water  from  the  irrigation  pipe  lines  at  shorter 
intervals  than  two  weeks  for  use  on  small  fruits  and  gardens 
when  application  for  such  service  is  made  at  the  beginning  of 
the  season. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  provide  a  self-registering  device  at  the  soK5alled 
lower  reservoir  to  record  the  level  of  water  at  that  point,  and 
keep  the  record  sheets  on  file,  and  to  see  that  the  reservoir  is 
not  allowed  .to  run  empty,  and  to  so  provide  that  pressure  at 
points  of  delivery  on  the  domestic  system  shall  not  fall  under 
20  pounds  per  square  inch,  except  in  an  emergency. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms 
Association  formulate  and  file  with  this  Commission  a  complete 
schedule  of  rules  and  regulations  to  be  in  conformity  with  the 
requirements  of  this  Commission's  general  order  No.  2879  in 
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case  No.  683,  and  to  contain  provisions  covering  the  matters 
hereinbefore  decided  upon,  as  well  as  all  customary  general  re- 
quirements. These  rules,  are  to  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
within  twenty  days  from  the  date  hereof,  whereupon  they  will 
be  given  consideration,  and,  with  such  modifications  as  the  Com- 
mission may  then  require,  will  become  effective  and  subject  to 
publication  by  this  company  in  pamphlet  form  and  distribution 
among  all  consumers  or  applicants  for  service  within  thirty 
days  from  the  date  upon  which  notification  is  received  from  the 
Conmaission  that  the  schedule  is   in   acceptable  form. 

The  foregoing  opinion  and  order  are  hereby  approved  and 
ordered  filed  as  the  opinion  and  order  of  the  Bailroad  Commis- 
sion of  the  state  of  California. 

Note. — Public  utilities. 

I.  In  general. 

In  Hansel  v.  Eeiney,  Decision  No.  4990,  Case  No.  1151,  Dec.  26, 
1917,  the  California  Commission  held  that  individuals  selling  water 
to  the  public  at  a  fixed  rate  are  public  utilities  within  the  meaning 
of  §  2  (bb)  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act. 

In  Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Watson  (111.)  No.  7596,  Jan. 
28,  1918,  it  was  held  that  individuals  who  had  purchased  natural 
gas  from  a  utility  which  had  been  permitted  by  the  Commission  to 
abandon  the  field  were  not  a  public  utility,  where  they  had  purchased 
the  gas  solely  for  their  own  use  in  order  to  protect  their  business, 
and  the  only  service  which  they  rendered  to  others  was  the  sale  of 
such  of  the  gas  as  they  did  not  need  for  their  own  purposes. 

II,  What  are. 

Vessels  used  by  the  owners  in  their  private  business,  and  to  trans- 
port goods  for  their  customers  and  other  persons  who  have  made 
contracts  for  the  trip,  subject  to  a  freight  rate  previously  agreed 
upon,  are  not  public  utilities  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Philip-^ 
pine  Commission,  although  such  vessels  on  their  outward  trips  very 
often  accept  cargo  offered  by  the  public  when  there  is  available 
space,  it  appearing  that  the  owners  do  not  solicit  or  offer  to  take 
cargo.  Public  Utility  Commission  v.  Rio  Y  Olabarrieta,  Case  No. 
907,  Sept.  22,  1917. 

Persons  operating  vessels,  falling  within  the  statutory  tonnage 
limits,  on  inland  waters,  for  public  purposes,  within  the  state  of 
California,  are  common  carriers  subject  to  the  provisions  of  the 
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Public  Utilities  Act.    Producers  Hay  Co.  v.  Anderson,  Decision  No. 
4916,  Case  No.  1141,  Dec.  1,  1917. 

A  railroad  company  is  a  common  carrier  as  to  the  entire  railroad, 
although  it  claims  that  a  mining  company  owns  a  part  thereof,  and 
has  furnished  money  to  pay  the  operating  expenses,  where  such 
money  is  carried  on  the  books  as  advances  from  the  mining  com- 
pany, and  the  railroad  company  has  on  file  with  the  Conmiission  a 
tariff  covering  rates  from  points  on  what  are  alleged  to  be  the  min- 
ing company^s  tracks,  and  also  has  filed  a  code  of  demurrage  rules 
covering  stations  on  that  portion  of  the  road.  Ingham  v.  Morgan 
Run  B.  Co.  No.  1187,  Nov.  16,  1917. 

XII.  dissolution. 

In  Moore  v.  Lewisburg  &  R.  E.  R.  Co.  (1917)  —  W.  Va.  — , 
L.R.A.1918A,  1028,  93  S.  E.  762,  the  supreme  court  of  appeals  of 
West  Virginia  held  that  there  was  no  special  provision  in  their 
statute  for  the  dissolution  of  public  service  corporations,  and  conse- 
quently the  provisions  of  law  for  the  dissolution  of  private  corpora- 
tions generally  must  apply.  The  court  said  that  when  it  appeared 
to  the  stockholders  of  a  public  service  corporation  that  its  business 
cannot  be  operated  except  at  a  loss,  and  that  a  fair  test  had  been 
made  in  order  to  determine  this  fact,  they  have  authority  to  dis- 
continue the  business  of  such  corporation  and  to  surrender  its 
franchises.  It  was  further  held  in  this  case  that  a  minority  stock- 
holder could  not  question  the  acts  of  the  majority  stockholders  look- 
ing towards  a  dissolution  of  the  corporation,  upon  the  ground  that 
their  acts  were  ultra  vires,  but  only  upon  the  ground  that  a  pecuniary 
loss  would  result  to  him. 
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RE  INDIANAPOLIS  &  CINCINNATI  TRACTION  COMPAlTr. 

[No.  3522.] 

Hates  —  Powers  —  Intertirhan  railways  —  Emergency  rate, 

1.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  power  in  case  of  emergency  to  tem- 
porarily alter  the  existing  rates  of  interurban  railroads,  to  prevent  in* 
jury  to  the  business  or  interests  of  the  utility  or  the  public 

Return  —  Interurban  railuHiy  —  Emergency, 

2.  An  emergency,  as  contemplated  by  §  122,  Indiana  Utilities  Act 
(Shively-Spenoer),  making  it  necessary  to  allow  a  temporary  increase 
in  rates  to  privo:it  injury  to  the  business  and  interests  of  an  economi- 
cally operated  interurban  utility,  exists  where,  because  of  the  war,  the 
increase  in  its  operating  expenses  will  not  permit  a  sufficient  return 
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to  meet  the  interest  on  ite  underlying  and  eontraotual  obligations,  the 
defalcation  of  which  would  endanger  the  company's  corporate  life,  and 
the  sum  required  for  that  purpose  amounts  to  less  than  6  per  cent  on 
the  property  valuation  and  allows  for  no  return  on  the  common  or 
overlying  preferred  stock. 

3.  The  Indiana  Commission  will  not,  under  any  circumstances,  per- 
mit utilities  to  capitalize  the  war,  or  use  any  claim  for  a  temporary 
emergency  rate  as  a  means  of  securing  an  unjust  return,  or  to  thereby 
permanently  establish  hi^er  rates. 

Setum  —  Jnterurban  railways  —  War, 

4.  An  interurban  utility,  as  a  war  emergency  measure  to  prevent 
injury  to  its  interests,  was  permitted  to  increase  its  passenger  rates 
from  2  to  2)  cents  per  mile,  which,  it  was  estimated,  w'ould  produce  an 
additional  revenue  practioally  equivalent  to  the  approximated  deficit  of 
the  utility  of  the  ensuing  year. 

[January  19,  1918.] 

Petition  by  the  Indianapolis  &  Cincinnati  Traction  Com- 
pany for  authority  to  increase  passenger  rates;  granted. 

By  the  Commission:  The  Indianapolis  &  Cincinnati  Trac- 
tion Company  has  filed  its  petition  with  this  Commission, 
asking  authority  to  increase  interurban  passenger  fares  on  its 
lines  from  a  basis  of  2  cents  per  mile  to  a  basis  of  2^  cents  per 
mile;  and  to  issue  commutation  books  at  twenty-five  times  the 
increased  one-way  fare  for  forty  trips  within  a  month,  and 
thirty  times  the  increased  one-way  fare  for  sixty  trips  within 
a  month ;  and  (by  supplemental  petition)  to  install  and  put  in 
.  force,  in  lieu  of  interchangeable  1,000-mile  mileage  books  now 
in  force,  a  book  containing  2,000  1-cent  coupons  to  be  sold  at 
$1Y.50. 

Due  notice  of  the  filing  of  this  petition  and  of  the  assignment 
of  the  case  for  hearing  was  given  to  the  officials  of  the  cities  and 
towns  through  which  the  petitioner  operates  its  lines,  to  the 
various  newspapers  published  in  said  cities  and  towns,  and  to  the 
commercial  organizations  thereof.  The  only  protestant  appear- 
ing at  the  hearing  was  the  city  of  Shelbyville,  by  its  then  city 
attorney. 

The  petitioner  alleges  that  it  is  a  corporation  under  the  laws 
of  Indiana,  owning  and  operating  an  interurban  electric  railway 
in  two  divisions, — one  from  Indianapolis  via  Rushville  to  Con- 
nersville,  Indiana,  a  distance  of  68  miles,  and  one  division  from 
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Indianapolis  via  Shelbyville  to  Greensburg,  Indiana^  a  distance 
of  49  miles;  each  of  these  lines  being  operated  in  the  city  of 
Indianapolis  over  a  portion  of  the  tracks  of  the  Indianapolis 
Traction  &  Terminal  Company. 

The  petition  sets  out  that  the  capital  stock  of  the  oompany 
consists  of  $2,000,000  common  stock  and  $1,000,000  5  per  cent 
preferred  stock;  that  there  are  outstanding  $1,400,000  in  5 
per  cent  bonds,  and  that  there  are  underlying  securities  against 
the  Indianapolis,  Shelbyville,  and  Greensburg  division  consist- 
ing of  $1,000,000  of  5  per  cent  bonds  and  $600,000  of  5  per 
cent  preferred  stock,  which  is  in  the  nature  of  a  lien  and  subject 
to  which  the  company  acquired  said  property. 

The  petition  alleges  that  it  has  invested  in  road  and  equipment 
$6,035,127.50. 

Petitioner  further  alleges  that,  during  the  years  1911  to  1916 
inclusive,  the  receipts  derived  from  the  operation  of  its  lines 
had  "part  of  the  time  been  barely  sufficient  to  pay  the  operating 
expenses  and  fixed  charges,  and  part  of  the  time  there  was  an 
actual  deficit ; "  that  no  dividends  were  ever  paid  upon  any  of 
the  capital  stock  except  during  the  years  of  1911  and  1912,  when 
three  dividends  were  paid,  the  largest  being  1 J  per  cent. 

On  account  of  deficits,  necessities  not  properly  chargeable  to 
operation,  redemption  of  underlying  bonds,  and  for  expenditures 
properly  chargeable  to  capital  account,  it  has  been  necessary 
from  time  to  time  to  borrow  money,  and  that  for  such  purposes 
the  company  has  given  its  notes  indorsed  by  its  directors;  that 
the  company  now  has  notes  of  this  character  outstanding  aggregat- 
ing $134,445.81,  which  obligations  are  carried  as  floating  in- 
debtedness. The  petitioner  alleges  that  these  borrowings  cannot 
be  continued,  and  that  to  meet  further  deficits,  and  to  keep  the 
lines  in  operation,  the  income  therefrom  must  be  increased. 

The  petition  sets  out  that,  soon  after  the  outbreak  of  the 
European  war,  in  1914,  all  items  of  cost  entering  into  the  op- 
eration of  its  electric  lines  began  to  increase,  and  that  the  increase 
continued  up  to  the  entrance  of  the  United  States  into  the  war, 
and  that  since  the  entrance  of  the  United  States  such  increases 
have  been  more  frequent  and  in  greater  amount 

That  the  business  of  the  company  is  almost  entirely  interurban 
in  character,  and  that  the  income  derived  purely  from  passenger 
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rereniies  constitutes  approximately  86  per  cent  of  its  total  rev- 
enue (record  of  1916) ;  that  the  remaining  14  per  cent  of  its 
income  is  derived  from  the  transportation  of  express,  mail,  milk, 
freight,  and  despatch  freight. 

That  the  petitioner  now  faces  a  very  large,  increased  expend- 
iture on  account  of  increased  price  of  labor  and  materials ;  that 
these  increases  will  average  not  less  than  15  per  cent  over  1917 
prices;  that  after  March  1,  1918,  tihie  petitioner  will  be  required 
to  pay  an  increase  of  not  less  than  $1.25  per  ton  for  coal,  and 
that  this  item  alone  will  require  an  increased  expenditure  of 
approximately  $37,000. 

That  no  reasonable  increase  in  its  freight  rates  which  could 
be  granted  would  be  adequate  in  meeting  the  deficit  which  peti- 
tioner anticipates  in  the  year  1918. 

The  petitioner  expressly  waives  any  desire  to  secure  increased 
rates  for  the  purpose  of  the  payment  of  dividends,  but  asks  for 
only  sufficient  increases  in  rates  to  provide  enough  additional 
revenue  to  take  care  of  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges 
against  the  company. 

The  petitioner  points  to  the  emergency  existing,  in  the  follow- 
ing language:  "Tour  petitioner  respectfully  calls  attention  to 
the  fact  that  if  the  company  is  to  survive  and  continue  to  carry 
on  its  business,  the  increases  asked  for  should  be  made  at  a  very 
early  date  so  that  it  may  have  the  benefit  of  them  in  meeting 
increased  expenses." 

The  petitioner  expressly  predicates  its  right  to  relief  upon  § 
122  of  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Commission  Act,  which  id 
hereinafter  set  out. 

The  questions  presented  by  the  petition  and  hearing  in  this 
case  are  as  follows : 

First:  Has  *the  Commission  the  power  under  §  122  of  the 
Shively-Spencer  Utility  Act  to  increase  the  passenger  rates  of 
the  petitioner? 

Second :  If  the  Commission  has  such  power,  is  there  an  emer- 
gency existing  ?  If  so,  is  it  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  injury 
to  the  business  and  interests  of  the  petitioner  temporarily  to 
increase  the  existing  rates  ? 

Third:  If  it  is  so  necessary  temporarily  to  increase  the  ex- 
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ieting  rates,  what  increase  or  what  temponury  rate  will  be  neces- 
sary to  prevent  such  injury  ? 

First. 

[1]  Has  the  Commission  the  power  under  §  122  of  the  Shive- 
ly-Spencer  Utility  Act  to  increase  the  passenger  rates  of  the 
petitioner  ? 

That  portion  of  §  1  of  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Act  here 
pertaining;  is  as  follows:  ^^  •  •  •  that  the  term  ^public 
utility'  as  used  in  this  act  shall  mean  and  embrace  every  cor- 
poration .  .  .  that  now  or  hereafter  may  own,  operate, 
manage  or  control  any    •    •     •     interurban  railway." 

It  will  be  noted  that  the  ^'interurban  railway''  is  specifically 
defined  as  a  ^^public  utility/'  and  therefore  specifically  subject 
to  all  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  Notwithstanding  any  previous 
statutory  classification  or  customary  class  of  relationship,  the 
legislature  of  1913  by  the  utility  act  itself  defined  interurban 
railroads  as  ^'public  utilities/'  and  brought  the  electric  inte^ 
urban  within  the  operation  of  the  act,  and  this  to  the  exdnsion 
of  all  other  classes  or  kinds  of  rail  transportation  except  street 
railways,  with  which  we  are  not  here  concerned. 

Section  122  of  the  Shively-Spencer  Utility  Act  is  as  follows: 
"The  Commission  shall  have  power,  when  deemed  by  it  neces- 
sary, to  prevent  injury  to  the  business  or  interests  of  the  people, 
or  any  public  utility  of  this  state,  in  case  of  any  emeigencj 
•to  be  judged  of  by  the  Commission,  to  temporarily  alter,  amende 
or  with  the  consent  of  the  public  utility  concerned,  suspend  anv 
existing  rates,  schedules  and  order  relating  to  or  affectiDg  any 
public  utility  or  part  of  any  public  utility  in  this  state.  Such 
rates  so  made  by  the  Commission  shall  apply  to  one  (1)  or  more 
of  the  public  utilities  in  this  state  or  to  any  portion  thereof  as 
may  be  directed  by  the  Commission,  and  shall  take  effect  at  such 
time  and  remain  in  force  for  such  length  of  time  as  may  be 
prescribed  by  the  Commission."  [4  Bums's  Anno.  Stat  1914. 
§  10,052  s  4.] 

If  this  section  is  anything  but  meaningless,  it  must  confer  up- 
on the  Commission  powers  which  are  not  by  the  other  provisions 
of  tlie  act  conferred.  And  clearly  this  power  is  a  grant  of  autho^ 
ity  to  act  in  an  emergency, — ^an  express  authority  in  time  of 
omergriioy  to  prevent  injury  to  the  public  or  to  any  public  utility. 
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It  is  obvious  that  the  l^slature  had  in  mind  that  the  future 
of  utilities  could  not  be  foretold ;  that  unusual  and  wholly  un- 
foreseen conditions  spring  up  without  warning;  that  to  meet 
such  contingencies  there  must  be  a  flexibility  of  control  of  those 
elements  which  permit  the  protection  of  the  public  and  the  sur- 
vival of  the  utility.  That  in  order,  in  time  of  emergency,  to 
insure  the  welfare  of  the  public  as  well  as  to  prevent  injury  to 
the  utilities,  the  legislature  evidently  believed  that  power  should 
be  given  the  Commission  to  meet  these  emergencies.  The  legis- 
lature certainly  recognized  that  constantly  changing  conditions, 
economic  uncertainties,  unforeseen  catastrophes,  and  acts  of 
Providence  had  in  the  past  and  would  continue  in  the  future  to 
precipitate  crises  in  the  lives  of  the  public  and  in  the  history  of 
utilities.  With  rare  foresight  evidenced  in  few  other  state  utility 
regulatory  acts,  the  legislature  recc^ized  the  injustice  of  forc- 
ing either  the  public  or  the  utility  to  continue,  without  at  least 
temporary  relief,  to  live  under  the  rules  prescribed  for  normal 
ccmditions,  when  such  a  continuance  threatened  injury  to  the 
people  or  to  the  utility. 

As  further  evidence  of  the  intent  as  well  as  the  foresight  of 
the  legislature,  the  act  limits  the  emergency  relief  which  the 
Commission  may  grant,  by  providing  that,  in  order  to  prevent 
injury  to  the  people  or  to  the  utility,  *%e  Commission  shall  have 
power  ...  to  temporarily  alter,  amend  .  •  .  any  ex- 
isting rates." 

In  other  words,  it  appears  to  be  the  purpose  of  the  act  to  per- 
mit the  Commission  to  grant  only  temporary  relief ;  that  is,  such 
a  relief  as  will  continue  only  until  the  danger  of  injury  to  the 
business  or  interests  or  the  people  or  any  public  utility  shall 
have  passed,  or  until  changed  conditions  shall  make  further 
relief  unnecessary. 

As  has  been  pointed  out,  the  "interurban  railway'*  is  expressly 
enumerated  and  defined  in  §  1  as  a  utility,  and  therefore  ob- 
viously is  within  §  122.  It  is  needless  to  say  that  §  122  has  no 
application  to  any  utility  not  expressly  enumerated  in  §  1. 

As  applied  to  the  case  before  us,  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
mission, therefore,  that  the  legislature  intended  to,*  and  did, 
grant  to  the  Commission  the  power,  in  case  of  emergency,  in 
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order  to  prevent  injury  to  the  business  or  interests  of  any  inter- 
urban  railroad  of  this  state,  temporarily  to  alter  or  amend  any 
existing  rates  of  such  interurbans,  subject,  however,  as  the  Com- 
mission believes,  to  such  limitations  as  may  be  imposed  by  specific 
legislative  grants,  and  subject  also  to  certain  other  limitations 
which  are  later  discussed. 

Second. 

[2]  If  the  Commission  has  such  power,  is  there  an  emergency 
existing  ?  If  so,  is  it  necessary,  in  order  to  prevent  injury  to  the 
business  and  interests  of  the  petitioner,  temporarily  to  increase 
the  existing  rates  ? 

With  tiie  outbreak  of  the  European  war  and,  later,  with  our 
entrance  therein,  there  have  come  conditions  wholly  beyond  the 
previous  imagination  of  any  man.  As  if  overnight  we  suddenly 
have  been  catapulted  from  an  era  of  economic  tranquillity  into 
a  maelstrom  of  economic  revolution, — the  path  of  which  has  en- 
veloped the  entire  industrial  and  commercial  activities  of  the 
nation.  There  is  no  longer  such  a  condition  as  a  normality  of 
business,  and  almost  every  industry  or  conmiercial  institution 
finds  itself  facing  critical  problenfis  for  which  there  are  no  land- 
marks or  guideposts.  i 

The  evidence  in  this  case  makes  obvious  the  fact  that  the 
property  and  business  of  the  petitioner  have  been  directly  and 
seriously  affected  by  these  abnormal  conditions.  The  two  prin- 
cipal items  of  the  operating  expense  of  the  petitioner's  lines 
are  labor  and  material,  including  coal.  These  two  principal 
elements  entering  into  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  peti- 
tioner's lines  have  been  directly  affected. 

These  are  the  particular  elements  for  which  the  war  Has 
created  such  an  abnormal  demand.  It  appears  conclusively 
that,  over  and  above  normal  prices  preceding  the  war,  there 
have  already  been  increases  in  the  cost  of  materials  necessary  to 
the  proper  operation  of  petitioner's  lines,  ranging  from  25  to 
200  per  cent. 

For  example,  the  record  reveals  that  after  March  1,  1918,  the 
petitioner  will  almost  certainly  be  required  to  pay  for  coal,  which 
is  one  of  the  large  items  of  expense,  an  increase  from  95  cents 
per  ton  f.  o.  b.  mines,  the  old  contract  price,  to  not  less  than 
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$2.15  per  ton  f.  o.  b.  mines,  the  present  government  price  of  coal 
of  the  quality  and  kind  used,  or  an  increase  in  the  mined  cost  of 
coal  of  approximately  120  per  cent,  which  alone  will  mean  an 
added  eost  of  operation  of  approximately  $37,000  for  the  year 
1918.  This  calculation  makes  no  allowance  for  future  increases 
in  the  price  of  coal  or  increased  freight  rates. 

The  evidence  also  discloses  that,  in  the  cost  of  materials  of  a 
metallic  nature,  expenditures  for  which  constitute  a  large  portion 
of  the  operating  cost  of  the  petitioner's  lines,  there  have  been 
great  increases  over  normal. 

The  following  comparative  statement  of  costs  taken  from  the 
record  indicates  the  general  increase  in  cost  of  materials.  Some 
of  the  items  enumerated  are  used  in  smaller  quantities,  some  in 
larger,  but  the  comparison  gives  evidence  of  the  general  in- 
crease. 


Commutators    

Pinions     

Track  bonds  

Track  spikes 

Track  bolts   

Brake  shoes   

Gears    

Armature  hoods  . . 
Iron  and  soft  steel 

Linen  tape    

Asbestos  tape  .... 
Blacksmith  coal  . . 
Truck  swing  links 

Tubing    

Galvanized  wire  . . 
Fiber  wedges  .... 
Wooden  fiber    .... 

White  waste 

Wool  waste 

Car  braces    

Journal  boxes  .... 

Copper  wire   

Plate  glass    

Body  bolsters  

Carbon  brushes  . . 
Linseed  oil    


Price  1014, 

Present 

1915, 1916. 

Price. 

$94.00 

$140.00 

11.95 

21.11 

.45 

.75 

5.60 

10.00 

6.00 

11.00 

37.00 

60.00 

4S.00 

64.00 

2.40 

7.08 

l.SO 

8.45 

.25 

1.20 

1.50 

5.00 

4.00 

10.00 

3.50 

7.50 

.58 

2.10 

15.00 

28.00 

14.00 

42.00 

.26 

.42 

.08 

.16 

.07 

.25 

3.50 

6.38 

5.50 

9.50 

.16 

.38 

3.25 

5.25 

13.25 

54.00 

.10 

.19 

.90 

1.40 

Labor  costs  have  been  materially  increased,  and  the  record 
discloses  that,  if  petitioner  is  to  continue  the  operation  of  its 
lines,  further  increases  in  the  cost  of  labor  cannot  be  escaped. 

After  an  analysis  of  all  of  the  evidence  as  to  the  increase  in 
the  costs  of  operation  of  petitioner's  lines  due  to  abnormal  con- 
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ditions,  and  aided  by  the  Commissioii's  en^ineers^  the  Conunis- 
sion  is  of  the  opinion  that  conservatively  estimated  the  general 
increase  in  the  cost  of  operation  in  1918  will  be  from  20  to  25 
per  cent  over  the  cost  of  operation  for  the  year  1917. 

Let  us  now  consider  this  increase  in  the  cost  of  operation  of 
petitioner's  lines  in  the  light  of  petitioner's  experience  during 
the  last  past  three  years. 

The  following  tables  are  self-explanatory: 

Statement  of  Earning,  Operating  Expenses,  Taxes,  and  Other  Fixed  Charges 

for  the  Years  1915,  1916,  1917. 


Gross  earnings   

Total  operating  expenses 

Net  earnings  from  operation 

MiscellaneouB  income  

Gross  income  less  operating  expense 

Deductions  from  income: 

Taxes    

Interest  on  bonded  debt,  floating  debt,  and 
other  fixed  charges  » 

Total  deductions  from  income 

Net  income  Deficit  


1915. 


$437,481.51 

280,930.29 

156,551.22 

1,114.14 

157,665.36 

20,610.89 

164,479.67 
175,090.56 
(17,425.20) 


1916. 


$457,585.69 

305,132.25 

152,453.44 

1,150.14 

153,603.58 

20,842.97 

156,308.45 
177,151.42 
(23,547.84) 


Statement  for  1917. 

Eleven  Months  ActwU  Plus  Average  )ii 

Gross  earnings  for  first  11  months 

Add  ^{i  for  remaining  month 


Total  operating  expenses  for  first  11  months 
Add  ^{i  for  remaining  month 


for  December. 

$454,527.55 
41,320.68 

$300,707.84 
27,336.44 


$495,848.23 


Net  earnings  from  operation  . . . , 
Misc.  income  for  first  11  months 
Add  ^^  for  remaining  month  . . . 


$1,898.61 
172.60 


Gross  income  less  operating  expenses  for  year  1917 

Deductions  from  income,  taxes,  fixed  charges,  and 

interest  on  floating  debt  for  the  first  11  months 

of  the  year  

Add  ^{^i  for  remaining  month 


328,044.28 
$167,803.95 


2,071.21 
$169^76.16 


$164,863.32 
14,987.57 


179,850.89 


Showing  deficit  for  the  year  1917  $9,976.73 

Accepting  these  statements  without  analysis  (which  later 
sufficiently  appears),  it  is  apparent  that  petitioner  has  suffered 
a  deficit  for  three  years.  That  is  to  say,  that  not  only  has  it  paid 
no  returns  on  its  common  and  preferred  stock,  but  after  the  pay- 
ment of  only  operating  expenses,  taxes,  interest  on  bonded  debt, 
floating  debt,  and  fixed  charges,  there  were  the  following  deficits: 
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1915    $1Z>425.20 

1916 23,547.84 

1917    9,975.73 

Assuming  that  the  petitioner  will,  in  1918,  have  gross  earnings 
equal  to  1917,  which  in  this  respect  was  th^  best  year  in  the 
history  of  the  company,  and  adding  in  1918  20  per  cent  for  op- 
erating expenses  to  the  operating  expenses  of  191Y,  an  estimate 
for  1918  is  as  follows: 

Estimated  Statement  of  EamingB,  Operating  Expenses,  and  Other  Fixed 

Charges  lor  the  Year  1918. 

StaiefMnt  for  1918. 

Gross  earnings  estimated  to  be  the  same  as  for  1917 $496j848.23 

To  the  amount  of  total  operating  expenses  for  1917  $328,044.28 
Add  increase  of  20%  on  account  of  general  advance 

in  labor  and  materials,  including  coal 65,608.56 

Operating  expenses  for  1918 $393,652.84    393,652.84 

Net  from  operation $102,195.39 

Miscellaneous  income,  placed  at  same  as  for  1917 2,071.21 

Gross  income  for  1918  less  operating  expenses $104,266.60 

Deductions  from  income — taxes,  fixed  charges  and  interest  on 

floating  debt,  all  placed  at  same  as  for  1917  179,850.89 

Showing  deficit  for  1918 $75,584.29 

It  appears  from  this  estimation  and  calculation,  that  peti- 
tioner is  facing  a  deficit  for  the  year  1918  of  approximately 
$76,000,  not  including  a  reasonable  allowance  for  depreciation. 

Whether  or  not  the  petitioner,  even  in  an  emergency,  is  en- 
titled to  relief  from  this  contemplated  deficit,  is  a  question  which 
is  immediately  raised.  The  determination  of  this  question  must 
be  predicated,  measurably  at  least,  upon  an  investigation  of 
the  following  two  propositions: 

1.  The  management  of  petitioner's  business, — ^the  economies 
and  efficiency  with  which  the  business  is  conducted, — in  other 
words,  Are  the  operating  expenses  of  the  petitioner  necessary 
and  proper  expenditures  in  the  reasonably  economical  and  effi- 
cient operation  of  its  business  ? 

The  evidence  discloses  that  the  petitioner's  business  has  been 

in  the  hands  of  competent  and  efficient  officers.     Economy  has 

been  practised  in  the  management  and  operation  of  the  lines. 

The  salaries  and  wages  paid  are,  in  many  instances,  extremely 

low,  although  it  does  not  appear  that  this  fact  has  resulted  in 

inferior  service  or  the  employment  of  incompetent  workmen. 

It  is  clear,  also,  that  the  actual  operation  of  the  company's  lines 
P.U.R.1918C.  49 
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is  canned  on  in  a  reasonably  efficient  manner.  The  Commission 
is  unable  to  find  where  material  reduction  in  the  operating  ex- 
penses of  the  lines  could  be  made  without  consequential  render- 
ing of  inadequate  or  improper  service.  It  is  the  opinion  of  the 
Commission  that  the  average  operating  expenses  of  the  petitioner 
are  necessary  and  proper  expenditures  in  a  reasonably  economi- 
cal and  efficient  operation  of  petitioner's  business. 

2.  Does  the  item,  "interest  on  bonded  indebtedness,  floating 
indebtedness,  and  other  fixed  charges,'^  amounting  to  $179,850.- 
89y  represent  obligations  which  must  be  met  in  order  to  prevent 
"injury  to  the  business  or  interests"  of  the  petitioner,  and,  if  so, 
is  this  sum  in  excess  of  what  would  be  a  reasonable  return  upon 
the  value  of  all  the  property  of  the  petitioner  actually  used  and 
useful  for  the  convenience  of  the  public  ? 

It  may  be  said  here,  in  order  that  the  latter  proposition  (2) 
may  not  be  misunderstood^  that  petitioner  maintains  that  the 
various  obligations  included  in  "interest  on  bonded  indebtedness, 
floating  debt,  and  other  fixed  charges,"  are  obligations  on  which 
the  nonpayment  of  interest  would  result  in  "injury  to  the  busi- 
ness or  interests"  of  the  petitioner. 

Inasmuch  as  petitioner,  in  asking  for  an  increase  in  rates  for 
the  purpose  of  paying  these  "interest"  charges,  and,  inasmuch 
as  any  simis  so  paid,  by  reason  of  increased  rates,  would  be 
taken  out  of  earnings  after  the  payment  of  operating  expenses, 
it  is  necessary  to  determine  whether  the  earnings  in  excess  of 
the  cost  of  operation  exceed  a  reasonable  return  on  the  reason- 
able value  of  the  property. 

The  Commission,  under  §  122,  is  not  concerned  with  the  find- 
ing of  the  full  value  of  the  petitioner's  property  for  the  purpose 
of  fixing  a  permanent  rate,  but  it  is  interested  in  determining 
whether  the  petitioner  is  seeking,  through  the  medium  of  a 
temporary  increase  of  rates,  to  secure  a  return  on  a  value  greater 
than  the  reasonable  value  of  the  property.  Any  interpretation 
of  §  122  which  would  allow  the  utility  to  earn  more  tiian  a  rea- 
sonable return  on  the  value  of  its  property,  under  the  theory  that 
the  utility  had  outstanding  obligations,  the  nonpayment  of  which 
would  injure  its  business  and  property,  would  be  an  open  in- 
vitation to  all  utilities  to  create  such  obligations,  and  thereby 
place  themselves  in  the  position  of  being  able,  by  reason  of  the 
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existenoe  of  indebtedness  of  this  nature^  to  demand  an  increase 
of  rates  under  §  122. 

In  this  case,  if  said  sum  of  $179,850.89  were  greater  than  a 
fair  and  reasonable  return  on  the  reasonable  value  of  petitioner's 
property,  allowance  being  made  for  depreciation,  the  Commis- 
sion would  not  be  disposed  to  grant  the  relief  prayed  for,  at 
least,  not  to  the  extent  of  providing  a  return  on  values  in  excess 
of  the  reasonable  value  of  the  property. 

It  appears  from  the  evidence,  that  said  item  of  $179,850.89 
does  represent  obligations  which  must  be  met,  in  order  to  prevent 
"injury  to  the  business  or  interests*'  of  the  petitioner. 

The  evidence  shows  that  petitioner  owns  and  operates  the  lines 
described  in  the  petition,  amounting  to  approximately  101  miles. 
It  appears  conclusively  from  the  evidence  that,  in  construction 
and  equipment,  petitioner's  lines  are  modem,  and  in  good  con- 
dition, and  in  many  respects  superior  to  the  majority  of  inter- 
urban  lines  operating  in  the  state. 

Ftom  the  evidence  adduced  at  the  hearing,  and  from  the  in- 
vestigation and  report  of  Commission's  engineers,  the  Commis- 
sion finds  that  the  value  of  all  the  property  of  petitioner  actually 
used  and  useful  for  the  convenience  of  the  public  is  in  excess 
of  $3,600,000. 

Under  normal  conditions,  therefore  (unless  otherwise  limit- 
ed), and  leaving  Qut  of  consideration  at  this  time  the  matter  of 
allowance  to  cover  depreciation,  the  petitioner  would  be  entitled 
at  least  to  a  6  per  cent  return  on  $8,500,000,  or  $210,000.  It 
will  be  observed,  therefore,  that  the  item  of  "interest  on  bonded 
indebtedness,  etc.,"  amounting  to  $179,860.89,  is  less  than  a  6 
per  cent  return  on  a  reasonable  value  of  petitioner's  property, 
and  is  therefore  obvioiisly  an  amount  which,  in  the  existing 
emergency,  the  petitioner  should  be  permitted  to  earn,  especially 
if  failure  to  earn  this  amount  endangers  the  life  or  service  of 
petitioner. 

The  Commission  believes  that,  in  order  to  prevent  injury  to 
the  business  and  property  of  the  petitioner,  it  is  necessary  to 
provide  a  means  of  payment  of  said  item  of  $179,850.89,  which 
represents  only  a  payment  of  5  per  cent  interest  on  the  out- 
standing first-mortgage  bonds,  and  that  preferred  stock  which  is- 

an  underlying  and  contractual  security,  and  the  payment  of  & 
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per  cent  interest  on  the  floating  indebtedness  carried  in  bank; 
interest  and  payments  on  which  obligations  constitute  a  fixed 
charge  and  obligation  which,  if  defaulted  on,  endangers  the 
corporate  life  of  petitioner.  Said  $179,850.89  does  not  provide 
for  any  return  on  the  $2,000,000  of  common  stock,  or  on  the 
$1,000,000  of  overlying  preferred  stock  of  the  petitioner,  and, 
as  it  has  already  been  pointed  out,  is  even  less  than  a  reasonable 
return  upon  the  actual  value  of  petitioner's  property. 

It  may  not  be  a  digression,  at  thb  point,  to  suggest  that  it  is 
likewise  necessary^  to  permit  the  payment  of  this  obligation  in 
order  to  prevent  injury  to  the  interests  of  the  people  of  the  terri- 
tory and  communities  through  which  the  petitioner's  lines  op- 
erata  A  public  utility  is  by  its  very  nature  a  public  servant, 
and  such  a  servant  cannot  serve  the  public,  and  the  public  cannot 
derive  the  benefits  of  such  service,  unless  reasonable  and  ad- 
equate compensation  for  such  service  is  provided. 

The  record  bears  evidence  that  the  public  which  would  be 
affected  by  the  granting  of  this  petition  is  aware  of  4he  injury 
which  would  likely  result  from  the  failure  of  the  petitioner  to 
secure  relief.  There  are  before  this  Commission  petitions  fvm 
forty  business  houses  and  organizations  of  Rushville,  and  from 
seventy  citizens  of  Connersville,  asking  the  Commission  to  grant 
the  increase  in  passenger  rates  prayed  for.  Numerous  letters 
are  before  us  from  citizens  and  business  men  of  Greensbnig 
making  the  same  request.  A  letter  from  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  Shelbyville  states  that  the  business  men  of  Shelbyville 
have  no  opposition  to  the  increase. 

.  In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  the  only  means  by  which 
the  increased  cost  of  operation  and  said  item  of  $179,850.89  can 
be  paid  is  through  an  increase  in  petitioner's  passenger  rates. 

To  summarize:  (Second).  TI>e  Commission  is  convinced  that 
there  is  an  existing  emergency,  and  that  it  is  necessary,  in  order 
to  prevent  injury  "to  the  business  and  interests"  of  the  peti- 
tioner, temporarily  to  increase  the  existing  rated. 

In  order  that  there  may  be  no  misinterpretation  of  the  Com- 
mission's finding  in  this  respect,  and  for  the  guidance  of  other 
utilities,  the  Commission  emphasizes  the  proposition  that  this 
action  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as  a  departure  from  the  basis  or 
established  interurban  passenger  rates ;  that  this  relief,  at  most, 
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18  only  temporary;  that  this  finding  is  not  to  be  interpreted  as 
applying  to  the  class^  but  rather  to  the  particular  petitioner 
now  before  the  Commission.  By  the  very  nature  of  §  122,  each 
utility  in  this  particular  class  must  stand  on  its  own  feet  and 
submit  itself  individually  to  the  considerations  herein  applied 
to  the  petitioner's  case. 

The  legislature,  in  the  wisdom  displayed  in  the  inclusion  of 
§  122,  granting  authority  to  the  Commission  to  meet  emergencies 
which  threaten  the  life  of  public  utilities  or  the  continuance  of 
service,  did  not  contemplate  the  granting  of  power  to  do  anything 
more  than  to  meet  the  requirements  of  such  emergencies.  The 
Public  Service  Commission  has  already  laid  down  the  rule,  in 
granting  relief  under  this  section,  that  it  will  not  in  such  periods 
underwrite  usual  dividends.  In  this  instance,  petitioner  does 
not  pray  for  anything  except  that  the  corporate  life  and  the 
standard  of  service  of  the  company  shall  not  be  impaired. 

[3]  The  Public  Service  Commission  will  not,  under  any 
circumstances,  permit  public  utilities  to  capitalize  the  war,  or 
permit  the  utilities  to  use  §  122  as  a  cloak  under  which  they 
would  be  enabled  to  secure  larger  returns  than  those  to  which 
they  are  justly  entitled,  or  to  thereby  permanently  establish 
higher  rates.  This  is  a  period  of  national  sacrifice  in  which 
each  must  bear  his  burden,  and  from  which  burdens  the  Com- 
mission will  not  relieve  utilities  while  carrying  out  the  evident 
wise  intent  of  the  legislature,  to  keep  through  such  chaotic  times 
her  public  servants  and  semipublic  institutions  intact. 

The  Public  Service  Commission  in  the  past  has  adopted  a 
policy  of  not  disturbing  the  .rate  structures  that  existed  in  normal 
times;  and  where  relief  was  found  to  be  necessary,  such  rate 
structures  have  been  either  (1)  temporarily  suspiended  and  the 
emergency  rates  put  into  effect,  or  (2)  there  has  been  added  to 
the  existing  rate  structure  certain  surcharges ;  but  in  neither  in- 
stance has  the  Commission  disturbed  or  abolished  such  per- 
manent rate  structures. 

There  appears  in  the  record  of  the  hearing  on  this  petition 
the  fact  that  petitioner  has  shown  deficits  in  past  years.  The 
question  arises  in  the  minds  of  the  Commission  why  petitioner 
did  not  seek  relief  prior  to  this  time.  Is  this  an  effort  to  cap- 
italize the  war?     The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the 
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record  axiswers  this  question  in  the  negative.  The  deficits  in 
past  years  have  not  been  so  great  that  they  could  not  be  borne 
with  the  hope  that  future  increases  and  natural  development 
of  the  business  would  recompense  such  losses  and  enable  peti- 
tioner to  complete  the  contemplated  construction  of  the  system 
to  Cincinnati,  and  thus  place  petitioner  company  on  a  sound 
financial  basis.  The  abnormal  advances  in  the  cost  of  operation 
and  all  materials,  however,  now  presents  to  petitioner  a  loss 
which,  under  financial  conditions  now  generally  existing^  threat- 
ens its  life. 

Third. 

[4]  What  temporary  rate  will  be  necessary  to  prevent  sndi 
injury  ? 

As  has  been  shown,  petitioner  is  facing  a  deficit  in  1918  of 
approximately  $76,000.  The  gross  earnings  from  passenger 
business  in  1917  amounted  to  $412,378.38.  Based  upon  this 
figure,  if  petitioner's  request  for  an  increase  in  passenger  rates, 
from  2  cents  per  mile  to  2J  c&its  per  mile  were  granted,  the 
estimated  paper  increase  in  revenue  in  1918,  from  the  passenger 
business,  would  amount  to  $103,094.60. 

It  is  obvious  that  on  account  of  competition  (petitioner's  lines 
being  paralleled  by  steam  roads  now  charging  2  cents  per  mile), 
and  on  account  of  the  general  loss  of  business  due  to  sucb  an 
increase,  and  also  possible  losses  by  reason  of  frequent  travelers 
availing  themselves  of  lower  rates  provided  by  the  purchase  of 
mileage  books,  the  petitioner  would  not  realize  the  full  measure 
of  the  increase. 

In  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  petitioner  by  such  in- 
crease would  realize  not  to  exceed  a  net  increase  of  15  per  cent 
over  the  passenger  revenues  of  1917,  or,  in  other  words,  an  es- 
timated net  increase  in  1918  over  1917,  of  approximately 
$62,000. 

Petitioner  estimates,  and  the  Commission  believes,  that  with 
an  increase  in  freight  rates,  already  allowed  the  petitioner, 
freight  revenues  will  be  increased  approximately  $15,000  in 
1918  over  1917. 

By  these  calculations  then,  it  is  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mission that  an  increase  in  petitioner's  passenger  rates  from 
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2  cents  to  2i^  cents  per  mile^  together  with  freight  rate  increase 
already  allowed,  will  increase  petitioner's  1918  revenues  ap- 
proximately $7Y,000,  which,  it  will  be  observed,  is  practically 
equivalent  to  the  approximated  deficit  which  petitioner  faces  in 
1918,  and  an  amount  which  petitioner,  in  the  existing  emer- 
gency, must  meet  in  order  to  prevent  injury  to  its  business  and 
interests. 

The  Commission,  having  heard  the  evidence  and  being  duly 
advised  in  the  premises,  finds,  therefore,  that  there  is  an  emer- 
gency existing,  and  further  finds  that  the  existing  rates  are 
insuflScient ;  that,  in  order  to  prevent  injury  to  the  business  and 
interests  of  the  petitioner,  it  is  necessary  temporarily  to  alter 
and  amend  its  existing  passenger  rates,  by  increasing  said  pas- 
senger rates  from  the  existing  rate  of  2  cents  per  mile  to  a  rate 
of  2  J  cents  per  mile,  allowing  a  reduction  of  5  per  cent  for 
round-trip  tickets. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  petitioner  should  be 
authorized  to  issue  commutation  books  as  follows :  Twenty-five 
times  the  increased  one-way  fare  for  forty  trips  within  a  calendar 
month;  thirty  times  the  increased  one-way  fare  for  sixty  trips 
within  a  calendar  month. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  the  petitioner  should  be 
authorized  to  install  and  put  in  force,  in  lieu  of  interchangeable 
1,000-mile  mileage  books,  now  in  force,  a  book  containing  2,000 
1-cent  coupons,  which  book  shall  be  sold  for  $17.50,  and  the 
coupons  therein  accepted  at  face  value  for  passenger  fares. 

The  CcHnmission  further  finds  that  each  and  all  of  the  in- 
creases in  passenger  fares,  herein  provided,  shall  be  only  tem- 
porary increases,  and  shall  continue  in  force  until  the  further 
order  of  the  Commission. 

The  Commission  further  finds  that  said  increased  rates  should 
become  effective  on  the  23d  day  of  January,  1918,  provided 
tariffs  are  filed  in  the  tariff  department  of  this  Commission  on 
or  before  said  date. 

Note. — ^Rates ;  power  of  Commission. 

A  Commission  is  without  power  to  consider,  for  purposes  of  com- 
parison, rates  not  offered  in  evidence.  Denver  &  S.  L.  R.  Co.  v. 
Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  (1918)  —  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  74.    See  also 
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Chicago^  B.  I.  &  P.  B.  Go.  v.  Public  TJtilitieB  Commission  (1918) 

—  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  86. 

The  California  Bailroad  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  over  the 
rates  of  water  to  consumers  residing  within  the  boundaries  of  an 
irrigation  district,  but  has  such  jurisdiction  if  the  district  sells 
water  to  consumers  residing  outside  of  its  boundaries.  Be  Happy 
Valley  Land  &  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  4771,  Application  No.  3236, 
Oct.  20,  1917. 

The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  has  no  jurisdiction 
over  the  charges  of  a  railroad  between  points  within  the  city  of  New 
York  and  a  point  outside  of  the  city,  such  jurisdiction  being  Tested 
in  the  Second  District  Commission.  Be  Long  Island  B.  Co.  Case 
No.  2269,  March  27,  1918. 

The  Ohio  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  not  authorized  by  statate 
to  summarily  fix  a  rate  to  be  charged  consumers  of  natural  gas^  sub- 
sequent to  the  expiration  of  a  contract  between  the  public  utility 
and  the  municipality  served  during  the  period  within  which  the 
operation  of  a  new  ordinance  prescribing  such  rates  is  suspended  by 
reason  of  the  filing  of  a  referendum  petition,  since  the  filing  of  a 
referendum  petition  does  not  create  an  emergency  within  the  mean- 
ing of  the  statute  (Page  &  A.  Oen.  Code  §§  61ir-S2)  authorizuig 
the  Commission  in  case  of  an  emergency,  to  alter,  amend,  or,  with 
the  consent  of  the  public  utility  concerned,  suspend  any  existing 
rates,  schedules,  or  orders  relating  to  it.  Cincinnati  v.  Public  Utili- 
ties Commission  (1917)  —  Ohio  — ,  117  N.  E.  381. 

Bates  fixed  by  a  Commission  effective  at  once,  and  not  at  such 
time  as  an  attack  upon  them  has  failed.  Fletcher  Paper  Co.  v.  Do- 
troit  &  M.  B.  Co.  (1917)  —  Mich.  — ,  164  N.  W.  528. 

Section  4055,  Mississippi  Code,  making  it  unlawful  for  a  railroad 
carrier  to  collect  more  than  the  regular  fare  from  a  passenger  who 
boards  a  train  at  place  where  tickets  are  not  for  sale,  does  not  show 
a  policy  of  the  state  to  authorize  a  discrimination  between  ticket  and 
train  rates  so  as  to  make  an  order  of  the  Commission  fixing  the  same 
maximum  rate  for  each  unreasonable.  Illinois  C.  B.  Co.  v.  MissiS' 
sippi  B.  Commission  (1918)  —  Miss.  — ,  77  So.  314. 

In  Denver  &  S.  L.  B.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  B.  Co.  (1918) 

—  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  74,  it  was  held  that  acceptance  of  a  railroad 
of  its  proportion  of  a  joint  rate  is  not  conclusive  evidence  of  the 
reasonableness  of  the  division  so  as  to  justify  a  Commission,  upon 
reducing  the  whole  rate,  in  requiring  its  division  on  the  same  basis- 
See  also  Chicago,  B.  I.  &  P.  B.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  ConunissioD 

(1918)  —  Colo.  — ,  171  Pac.  86. 
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KANSAS  PUBIiIO  UTH/ITIES  COKMI86ION. 

RE  MISSOURI  &  KANSAS  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[Docket  No.  16^.] 

Rate9  —  Telephones  —  Local  —  Exdhange  furnishing  local  and  toll 
service  —  Basis  for. 

1.  In  fixing  local  exchange  telephone  rates  for  a  utility  furnish- 
ing both  local  and  toll  service,  the  common  property  and  expenses 
should  be  apportioned  between  the  two  services  so  as  to  make  each 
bear  its  proportionate  burden  of  the  expense  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  local  exchange. 

Apportionment  —  Property  —  Operating  expenses  —  Between  local 
and  toll  telephone  service  —  Toll  service  —  Extent, 

2.  In  apportioning  the  common  property  and  expenses  of  a  tele- 
phone utility  between  toll  and  local  exchange  service  in  a  proceeding 
to  establish  rates  for  the  latter,  the  toll  service  should  be  considered 
as  retaining  its  identity  from  the  originating  subscribers'  station  to 
the  terminating  subscribers'  station,  rather  tiian  from  toll  board  to 
toll  board. 

Valuation  —  Telephones  ^^  Actual  cost  hosts* 

8.  The  Kansas  Commission,  in  fixing  a  rate  base  lor  a  telephone 
company,  based  the  values  assigned  to  the  property  on  an  actual  cost 
estimate  derived  from  a  study  of  the  utility's  records. 

Valuation  —  Telephone  —  Toum  lots  —  Basis, 

4.  The  Kansas  Commission,  in  a  telephone  rate  case,  valued  town 
lots  partially  occupied  by  the  central  office  at  tiie  amount  of  the  pur- 
chase price  as  shown  by  the  recorded  deeds. 

Apportionment  —  Telephones  <»  Central  office  InUlding  —  Local  and 
toll  service  —  Basis, 

6.  The  value  of  the  central  office  building  was  apportioned  between 
local  exchange  and  toll  service  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  local  telephone 
rates,  on  the  basis  of  the  amount  of  space  devoted  to  each  class  of 
service. 

Apportionment  —  Telephones  —  Com^mon  exchange  property  —  Toll 
and  local  service  —  Method, 

6.  Telephone  exchange  property  used  in  common  by  toll  and  local 
service  was  apportioned  between  these  services  in  fixing  a  rate  base  for 
the  latter,  on  the  basis  of  use,  in  the  proportion  the  toll  messages  bore 
to  the  total  number  of  calls  as  shown  by  a  peg  count,  equated  on  the 
basis  of  line  and  instrument  use,  using  a  coefficient  of  two  for  each 
exchange  call  and  a  coefficient  of  one  for  each  toll  calL 

l^epreoiation  —  Telephone  —  Current  —  Allowance, 

7.  An  annual  allowance  of  $20,000  was  made  for  accruing  deprecia- 
tion, inadequacy,  and  obsolescence  for  a  telephone  plant  in  84.48  per 
cent  condition,  having  a  rate  value  of  $360,000. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


778  KANSAS  PUBLIC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION. 

Apportionment  —  Telephone  —  Local  and  toll  aerviee  —  Traffie  ex> 
penses^  Service* 

8.  Common  traffic  expenses,  including  service  inspection  and  opera- 
tors' wages,  were  apportioned  between  local  exchange  and  toll  system 
in  determining  the  cost  of  telephone  service  of  each  class,  on  the  basis 
of  the  operator  units  used  in  handling  calls,  as  shown  by  the  peg 
count,  eqiMTted  by  coefficients  based  on  the  relative  amount  of  time  re- 
quired to  handle  each,  taking  the  time  used  in  handling  a  local  ex- 
change call  as  one  unit,  and  that  used  in  a  toll  call  as  .765  units. 

Apportionment  ^  Telephone  ^  Toll  and  local  exchange  ^  Operating 
revenues  and  expenses, 

9.  In  apportioning  operating  revenues  and  expenses  between  toll 
and  local  exchange  service,  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  rates  for  the  latter, 
revenue  accounting  and  revenue  collecting  were  divided  on  the  number 
of  accounts,  in  the  latter  class  taking  exchange  accounts  as  one  unit 
and  toll  accounts  of  two  units,  pay  station  expense  and  commissions, 
directory  expenses  and  rents  from  other  operating  properties,  were  each 
assigned  to  local  exchange,  advertising  was  treated  as  a  general  ex- 
pense, maintenance  expenses  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  apportion- 
ment of  the  common  exchange  property,  taxes  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  devoted  to  each  service,  commercial,  administration,  and  super- 
vision expenses  on  the  basis  of  assigned  charges,  uncollectable  operating 
revenues  and  license  reve&ues  on  the  basis  of  revenues  earned,  telegraph 
commissions  on  the  basis  of  combined  revenue  accounting  and  collect- 
ing, and  all  other  revenues  directly  assignable  to  either  service  were 
apportioned  on  this  basis. 

Betum  —  Telephone  —  Amo%tnt. 

10.  A  telephone  company  was  permitted  to  increase  its  local  ex- 
change rates  to  earn  a  return  of  7.25  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  prop- 
erty devoted  to  this  service. 

(Foley,  Commissioner,  concurs  in  the  result.) 

[March  21,  1918.] 

Application  of  the  Missouri  &  Kansas  Telephone  Company 
(now  the  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Company)  for  permis- 
sion to  increase  local  exchange  rates  in  the  city  of  Hutchinson; 
schedule  of  increased  exchange  rates  fixed  by  Commission. 

Appearances:  J.  W.  Gleed,  attorney  for  petitioner;  Walter 
F.  Jones,  City  Attorney,  for  city  of  Hutchinson,  G.  G,  Moffitt, 
Secretary,  for  Hutchinson  Traffic  Bureau  and  Hutchinson  Board 
of  Trade. 

Kinkely  Commissioner:  On  November  9,  1916,  the  Mis- 
souri &  Kansas  Telephone  Company  (a  Missouri  corporation), 
now  the  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone  Company   (hereinafter 

referred  to  as  the  petitioner),  filed  its  application  alleging  that 
y.u.R.ioisc. 
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its  present  rates  for  service  rendered  to  subscribers  and  patrons 
of  its  exchange  in  the  city  of  Hutchinson  are  as  follows: 

Single-line  business  telephone $3.00  per  month 

Two-party  line  business  telephone 2.00  per  month 

Single-line  residence  telephone  1.76  per  month 

Two-party  line  residence  telephone  1.50  per  month 

Allowing  upon  all  residence  telephones  a  discount  of  36  cents 
for  prompt  payment,  so  that  the  real  income  of  the  company 
from  single-line  residence  telephones  is  $1.50  each  and  for  two- 
party  line  residence  telephones  $1.25  each;  that  said  rates  are 
not  compensatory,  but  are  inadequate  and  insufficient  to  pay  a 
reasonable  return  upon  the  investment  made  and  necessarily 
made  by  said  company  in  property  used  and  useful  in  furnish- 
ing telephone  exchange  service  in  and  about  said  city,  and  are 
inadequate  and  insufficient  to  pay  a  reasonable  return  on  the 
fair  value  of  its  property  used  in  giving  such  telephone  ex- 
change service,  and  prays  that  it  may  be  authorized  to  increase 
its  rates  in  said  city  according  to  a  proposed  schedule  of  rates 
attached  to  said  petition,  as  follows,  to  wit : 

Per  Month. 

Individual  line  business  telephone  $4.00 

IndiTidnal  line  residence  telephone ••       2.00 

Two-party  line  residence  telephone  1.75 

Desk  sets,  extra,  business  and  residence  (per  telephone) 25 

Rural  subscribers  switching  service  only: 

1  station  on  line  1.75 

2  stations  on  line  (each)    87^ 

3  stations  on  line  (each)   58^ 

4  stations  on  line  (each)   43| 

6  or  more  stations  on  line  (each)    .35 

Bates  for  extra  mileage,  individual  line  per  i  mile,  business 50 

Rates  for  extra  mileage,  individual  line  per  i  mile,  residence  ....         .50 
Rates  for  extra  mileage,  two-party  line  per  i  mile,  residence 35 

The  matters  and  things  involved  were  heard  at  Hutchinson, 
Kansas,  on  April  17, 1917,  at  which  time  petitioner  submitted  an 
inventory  and  appraisal  of  the  property  and  other  data  and  in- 
formation in  support  of  its  said  application. 

HISTORY. 

The  financial  history  of  the  petitioner  has  heretofore  beea 
fully  set  out  in  an  opinion  rendered  in  a  case  involving  rates  of 
petitioner  at  its  Wellington  exchange,  docket  1,153. 

It  appears  that  prior  to  the  year  1904  the  local  exchange 
property  in  Hutchinson  was  operated  as  a  magneto  system.     In 
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that  year  the  exchange  was  entirely  rebuilt  and  c<»iverted  into 
a  central  energy  system,  the  record  showing  that  practically 
'none  of  the  present  properly  antedates  1904.  Some  time  prior 
to  or  about  1907  a  second  telephone  plant  was  constructed  and 
placed  in  operation  in  this  city  by  the  B*  &  B.  Telephone  Com- 
pany. This  last-mentioned  plant  was  purchased  by  the  peti- 
tioner in  1910,  and  the  two  properties  merged  and  consolidated 
into  one  system.  Any  duplication  in  plant  and  equipment  that 
may  have  resulted  in  consequence  of  this  merger  was  evidently 
removed  during  the  period  of  consolidation,  for  there  is  no 
evidence  of  same  at  this  time. 

During  the  year  1910  a  considerable  sum  was  expended  in 
rebuilding  and  consolidating  the  properties  in  question.  Land 
for  an  office  building  was  purchased,  an  office  building  erected, 
most  of  the  underground  conduit  installed,  and  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  distribution  system  rebuilt  in  that  and  the  fol- 
lowing year. 

The  city  of  Hutchinson  during  the  history  of  this  property 
has  experienced  a  continuous  and  steady  growth,  and  the  tele- 
phone system  has  necessarily  been  extended  from  time  to  time 
to  meet  the  growing  needs  of  the  community.  Becords  of  peti- 
tioner  show  that  in  1916  $42,845  was  expended  in  additions 
and  betterments. 

VALUATION. 

[1,  2]  Petitioner  submitted  in  evidence  an  appraisal  based 
on  an  inventory  prepared  by  its  engineer  as  of  December  31, 
1916.  To  this  was  added  the  additions  and  betterments  made  to 
the  plant  during  the  year  1916,  thus  purporting  to  bring  the 
valuation  of  the  property  under  consideration  up  to  December 
31,  1916.  The  inventory  and  appraisal  and  other  supporting 
data  herein  submitted  assiunes  the  propriety  of  charging  aU  of 
the  exchange  property,  regardless  of  use,  to  the  local  exchange, 
and  allowing  an  arbitrary  sum  of  25  per  cent  of  the  toll  reve- 
nues originated  by  said  exchange  as  an  adequate  and  sufficient 
amount  to  pay  a  reasonable  return  upon  the  property  charge- 
able to  toll  service  and  to  cover  operating  expenses  incurred  in 
connection  therewith. 

The  Commission  holds  to  the  opinion  as  expressed  in  the 
tVellington  Case  (docket  1,153),  that  where  a  telephone  utility 
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famishes  two  distinct  services,  namely,  local  exchange  service 
and  toll  service,  incurring  expenses  and  employing  property  in 
common  in  performing  such  services,  an  equitable  division 
should  be  made  of  such  common  expenses  and  property,  so 
that  the  value  of  the  property  and  the  operating  expenses  of 
the  local  exchange  may  be  properly  apportioned  to  the  specific 
service  rendered,  thereby  making  each  specific  service  bear  its 
proper  proportion  of  the  expense  necessary  to  the  operation  of 
the  local  exchange;  and  further,  that  toll  service  should  retain 
its  identity  from  the  originating  subscribers'  station  to  the  ter- 
minating subscribers'  station.  It  is  on  this  basis  that  the  Com- 
mission has  apportioned  the  property,  as  shown  in  the  inventory, 
directly  between  local  exchange  and  toll  system,  and  then  made 
a  second  division  of  the  local  exchange  property  used  in  common 
by  both  the  local  exchange  and  toll  systems  obtained  according 
to  use  as  shovm  by  petitioner's  peg  accounts  taken  during  the 
year  1916. 

[3^  4]  Table  L  is  a  comparison  of  the  appraisal  of  the  peti- 
tioner and  the  values  as  assigned  by  the  Commission  to  the  dif- 
ferent items.  Petitioner's  valuation  is  a  modified  cost  of 
reproduction  based  on  unit  prices  made  up  from  trend  price 
ourves  for  certain  materials.  The  Commission's  figures  are 
based  on  an  actual  cost  estimate  which  resulted  from  a  lengthy 
study  of  petitioner's  records.  The  valuation  which  has  been 
assigned  to  the  property  in  question  in  fact  reveals  the  actual  cost 
of  same.  In  assigning  the  value  of  land  herein,  petitioner  in- 
cluded five  lots  each  33  feet  front  by  165  feet  deep,  less  11  feet 
frontage  which  it  no  longer  owns,  assuming  a  value  of  $125 
per  front  foot.  The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  not  more 
than  three  of  these  lots  having  a  frontage  of  99  feet  are  used 
and  usefuL  Of  this  frontage  approximately  only  50  per  cent  of 
same  is  occupied  by  the  central  ofiice  building,  the  remainder 
being  used  for  park  purposes.  This  property  was  purchased  by 
petitioner  in  the  year  1910  for  the  sum  of  $11,000,  as  evidenced 
by  deeds  of  conveyance  on  file  in  the  ofiice  of  the  register  of  deed* 
of  Eeno  county.  The  Commission  has  assigned  this  value  to  land 
used  and  useful  in  the  rendition  of  the  telephone  service  under 
consideration  for  rate-making  purposes. 
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Apportiomnent  of  Property  between  Local  Exchange  and  ToU 

Lmes, 

[5,  6]  Investigation  shows  that,  exclusive  of  overheads,  the 
cost-new  value  of  the  central  office  equipment  devoted  entirely  to 
toll  service  is  $12,883 ;  that  practically  one  third  of  the  central 
office  building  (apportioned  on  the  basis  of  the  amount  of  space 
devoted  to  each  class  of  service),  amounting  in  value  to  $10,011, 
and  land  to  the  value  of  $3,212,  is  also  devoted  to  toll  service. 
The  overhead  allowance  on  the  three  preceding  items  amounts 
to  $3,916,  making  a  total  cost-new  amount  of  $30,024  assign- 
able to  toll.     In  addition  to  this  sum  found  directly  assignable 

TABLE  I. 

Comparison  of  Appraisals,  Hatchinson  Exchange  of  MUssoorl  and  Kansas  Telephone 

Company. 

(Valuation  as  of  December  21«  1216.) 


PetttionefB 

Valuation. 

Comminlon'B  Apportion- 
ment 

Item. 

0>st  New. 

Cost  New 

Less 

Depredation. 

Cost  New. 

Cost  New 

Less 

Depredation. 

A— Land  • 

I19.S76 
38,516 

88.434 
23.708 
61,099 
28,799 
42,760 
4,186 

111,000 
32.311 

84.213 
21,696 
60,629 
18,673 
88,442 
o 

811.000 
30.325 

22  2S8 

B— Bulldlnffs    

C'— Distribution  system : 
1— Pole  line  

2— Aerial  wire  

3— Aerial  cable 

4— U.  O.  c6ndult  .... 

6— U.  G.  cable  

i^Blght  of  way  .... 

l€,6n 
42,080 
17.791 
29,^ 
o 

Total  distribution  sys- 
tem    

36.631 

68,238 
6,964 

1167.468 

36,077 

66,890 
6.964 

81tt,815 
27,886 

54,814 

D— Substation    equipment 
E— Central    office    equip- 
ment   

F— General  equipment  ... 

4,484 

Total  

1367.710 
62.443 

1809,695 
46,464 

1256.724 
38508 

OverhMfls  .*..........• 

Total  (December  81,  ISU) 
Net  addiUons  in  1916  .... 

1430.163 
42,846 

1866,149 
42,845 

8296.2e 

42.846 

Total    (December   31, 
1916)   

9472,998 
15,642 

1449,4900 
16,642 

1898,994 
15,642 

1338,077 
15,642 

Working   capital,    Includ- 
1ns:  materials  and  sup- 

y              ••>..••...>•••...•. 

Grand  total 

1488,640 

H66,182 

♦414.686 
89,102o 

1858,719 
S4,0S9o 

Assigned   to   toll   by   the 
Commission 

Assigned  to  local  exchange 

1376.634 

8819.680 

(a)  Included  In  the  other  units. 

(b)  This  amount  was  developed  from  petitioner's  Exhibit  **N,''  which  showed  the 
property  to  be  In  95.03  per  cent  condition. 

(o)  Does  not  Indade  any  working  capital  or  materials  and  snppUea. 

to  toll,  it  is  necessary  to  make  another  apportionment  of  the 
remainder  of  the  property  used  in  common  by  both  local  ex- 
change and  toll  service.    This  second  apportionment  is  also  made 
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upon  the  basis  of  use,  namely,  in  the  same  proportion  as  the 
number  of  toll  calls  handled  over  the  local  exchange  lines  through 
the  local  switchboard  bears  to  the  total  number  of  calls  handled 
over  the  local  exchange  lines  through  the  local  exchange  switch- 
board. 

Peg  counts  made  by  the  traJOSc  department  of  petitioner  at 
its  Hutchinson  exchange  during  two  days  each  month  for  the 
entire  year  of  1916  shows  that  776,759  calls  were  made  through 
the  local  switchboard,  of  which  87,313  were  toll  messages. 
Equating  these  on  the  basis  of  line  and  instrument  use,  the  local 
exchange  call  is  given  a  coefficient  of  two,  while  the  toll  call  is 
given  only  a  coefficient  of  one.  This  results  in  apportioning 
2.46  per  cent  of  $368,970,  amounting  to  $9,078,  of  the  cost  new 
of  the  physical  property  used  in  common  between  local  exchange 
and  toll  service.  The  sums  thus  directly  apportioned  to  toll 
service,  aggregating  $39,102,  deducted  from  $398,994,  the  cost 
new  of  the  total  property  exclusive  of  materials  and  supplies  and 
working  capital,  leaves  the  sum  of  $359,892  as  the  cost  new  of 
the  total  .property  (exclusive  of  materials  and  supplies  and 
working  capital),  devoted  exclusively  to  local  exchange  service; 
depreciated,  this  amount  becomes  $304,038. 

For  the  purposes  of  this  case,  materials  and  supplies  and 
working  capital  have  not  been  prorated  between  local  exchange 
and  toll  servica  The  amount  of  $15,642,  as  submitted  in  evi- 
dence, appears  to  be  a  fair  and  reasonable  allowance  for  these 
items.  Therefore,  the  cost  new  of  the  physical  property  under 
consideration  assigned  to  local  exchange  service  is  $375,534; 
depreciated,  $319,680. 

Accrued  Depreciation. 

Petitioner  submitted  an  exhibit  purporting  to  show  that  the 
property  was  in  96.03  per  cent  condition.  How  such  a  percent- 
age was  determined  is  not  apparent  from  the  evidence. 

The  Commission's  investigation  shows  the  composite  property 
to  be  in  84.48  per  cent  condition,  which  is  believed  to  be  fairly 
representative  of  its  present  condition. 

Allowance  for  Accruing  Depredation. 
[7]  Information  furnished  by  petitioner  shows  $12,929.64 
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to  hare  been  charged  againat  the  depreciation  reserve  in  the  cit^ 
of  HutchinBon  in  1915,  and  $7,861.72  in  1916,  or  an  average 
for  the  two  years  of  $10,396.68.  Petitioner  contends  that  it 
should  be  allowed  a  rate  of  6.24  per  cent  per  annum  on  its  esti- 
mated cost  to  reproduce  the  property,  or  $29,515.08.  Investi- 
gation of  this  subject  by  tlie  Commission  leads  to  the  conclusion 
that  an  annual  allowance  of  $20,000,  in  addition  to  current 
maintenance,  ia  sufGcient  to  properly  maintain  this  property  and 
reasonably  provide  for  all  requirements  including  inadequacy 
and  obsolescence. 


Opera  UBS  BsT* 


a  Kaniai  Tdcphcae  Companj. 


Total 
Bichtng* 

~ipeu*ei 
^  jUHodw'i 

BimWt  7,) 


(Pel 


BiclianKe  ReTennra 

EnA  Eipenaea  ApportlODfd 
b;  Comml^DD. 


E0O-6C6    EiEhann  aarrlfe  rereniM  ,. 


t8S401.44 


en  |T«1egniph  ntrnmlBBlona  

ES  lAdvertialnB  and  dlTMtoiT 

"'    ReQtB    from    other    operatlDg 

propert7    

Other  mlBcellaDeODB  reven 

Total  mlacellaDeoaa  reTenne 

Total  telcpboDe  operatlDS 

Ucmsti  Tmone,  i>r.'.!.! 

Balane*    toteplMne    opeiatlng 


Its  BTptniti, 


baeribers'  atatlOIIB 

--, .  ._al  satate  

Btatlon  remoTtli  and  cbaniM 


Total   

Trnfflc  loperlntfndenee 

BervlM  Inspeotloa , 

Opemtlnft  clericdl  wagea  .... 


tl.(K».M 
4.CU.U 
tl4.U 


iin!2S 


It  and  Jnnpli  ri 


TransmlBsioD  ponor  

Ontral  one*  Btatlon eiT  and 

priDtlnE  

UlBcellaneoBa    cniiral    alllce 

expePBe    

For  statloD  expense  .... 
Otser  tTBlBc  eipeasa  .... 

Total  


$so.no.7t  I 


as 


|3Gg.K 


m,iTi.w 
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Account 

Number. 


640-10 
644K.SO 

M7 
M8 


Item. 


Commercial : 
General  commercial  admtnla- 

tratlon    

Local    commercial    admlnla- 

tratlon    

Revenue  accountlni; ,., 

Revenue  collectlug  

Pay  station  commission 

Directory  expense 


Total 


667 

668 

66a 

672 


64S 


104 
S06 

US 


tsi 


8M 


General : 

General  office  salaries  and 
wa^es   

General  office  expense 

Qeneral  law  expense  

Insurance  

Accidents  and  damages 

Relief  department  and  pen- 
sions   

Other  g<6taeral  expenses 


Total  .... 
Advertising 


Total  operating  expense  . . . 

Met  telephone  operating  reve- 
nues  


Deductions : 
Uncollectable  operating  rer- 

enues  

Taxes  assignable  to  operation 


Total 


Balance  operating  income  . . . 

Mlscellaneoas     nonoperating 

revenaes   


Total  gross  Income 


Deductions  from  gross  income : 
Rent    deductions    for    tele- 
phone offices 

Rental  ft>r  use  of  toll  poles 

for  exchange  lines  

Miscellaneous     rent     deduc- 
tions   , 


Total  

Balance  net  revenue  l)efore  de- 
ducting depreciation  


Total 

Exchange 

Revenues  and 

fifxpenses 

(Petitioner's 

BxhibR  7.) 


11,151.14 

1,402.24 
2,201.69 
2,286.83 
841.29 
1,818.41 


Exchange  Revenues 

and  Expenses  Apportioned 

by  Commission. 


18,701.60 


11,612.61 
888.21 

748.08 

191.69 

23.20 

962.23 
68S.84 


14,489.88 
640.08 


166,868.14 


188,906.61 


8826.60 
4049.24 


14,47474 


884,48L87 
44.86 


184,476.58 

1919.11 

417.00 

28.90 


11,860.01 
$83,116.52 


Local 

Exchange 

Service. 


r40.87 

902.48 
656.73 

1,640.34 
841.29 

1,318.41 


|6,600Jt2 


11,068.07 

268.06 

619.78 

184.09 

16.23 

673.08 
486.88 


$8,106.09 

877.75 


$89,771.82 


I42.8M.88 


$278.99 
8,789.71 


$4,018.70 


$88»606.68 
44.66 


$38,660.29 

$919.11 

417.00 

23.90 


$1,360.01 
$87,290.28 


Toll  Service. 


$410.27 

499.76 

1,644.86 

646.49 


t8,T01<W 


$464.54 

115.15 

223.30 

67.00 

6.97 

289.15 
ygJM 


$U84.17 

162.28 


$17,087.82 


$3,717.72 


$46.61 
400.63 


$466.04 


$4,178*76 


$4,178.76 


•$4,178.76 


•  This  sum  should  be  absorbed  by  gross  toll  revenues  not  Included  herein. 

Petitioner's  exhibit  "P"  purports  to  show  that  it  cost  $92,- 
272  to  establish  the  business  in  connection  with  the  local  ex- 
change in  question. 

It  is  apparent  that  this  exhibit  is  based  purely  upon  conjec- 
tures and  assumptions  that  may  be  varied  at  will,  and  is  in  no 
manner  representative  of  any  costs  incurred  in  connection  with 
this  property.     However,  the  Commission  in  its  findings  will 
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give  due  consideration  to  this  item  and  will  treat  the  property 
herein  as  a  going  concern. 

Operating  Revenues  and  Expenses. 

[8,  9]  The  operating  expenses  herein  as  shown  in  table  II. 
have  been  apportioned  between  local  exchange  and  toll  service  in 
accordance  with  the  rule  laid  down  in  the  Wellington  Case, 
docket  1,153,  heretofore  referred  to. 

Revenues  are  all  assigned  directly  to  either  toll  or  local  ex- 
change service,  with  the  exception  of  "telegraph  conunissioBs" 
and  "rents  from^  other  operating  properties." 

Telegraph  Commissions  (account  621).  Since  the  expenses 
involved  in  this  account  are  principally  for  accounting  and  col- 
lecting telegraph  tolls  when  messages  are  telephoned  to  the 
telegraph  oflSce,  the  revenues  derived  therefrom  have  been  divid- 
ed on  the  basis  of  the  combined  revenue  accounting  and  revenue 
collecting. 

Eents  from  other  operating  properties  (account  524)  have  all 
been  assigned  local  exchange,  for  the  reason  that  at  this  time  it 
is  not  possible  to  apportion  account  331,  "rent  deductions  for 
telegraph  offices,'*  between  the  different  branches  of  service.  No 
substantial  error  can  result  from  this  procedure,  since  the  ad- 
justment involves  an  amoimt  of  only  $80. 

Maintenance  expenses  have  been  divided  between  local  ex- 
change and  toll  service  upon  the  same  basis  as  was  the  local 
exchange  property  used  in  common  by  the  two  branches  of  the 
service,  i,  e,,  assigning  2.46  per  cent  to  toll  service- 
Traffic  expenses  incurred  in  common  by  the  local  exchange 
and  toll  systems  have  been  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  operator 
units  used  in  handling  calls  through  the  local  exchange  switch- 
board, as  shown  in  the  heretofore  discussed  peg  counts.  The 
coefficients  applied  in  equating  the  calls  are  based  upon  the 
relative  amount  of  time  required  to  handle  the  different  classes. 
The  time  used  in  handling  a  local  exchange  call  was  assumed  to 
be  a  single  unit,  while  the  time  used  in  handling  a  toll  call  was 
assumed  to  be  .765  units. 

Service  inspection  (account  622),  2.69  per  cent  of  this  ex- 
pense has  been  assigned  to  toll  service. 

Operators'  wages  (account  624)  is  divided  according  to  the 
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service  performed.  An  analysis  of  the  pay  rolls  at  Hutchinson 
develops  that  40  per  cent  of  the  expense  for  operators'  wages  is 
incurred  exclusively  in  the  operation  of  the  toll  switchboard. 
The  remaining  60  per  cent  has  been  divided  between  toll  service 
and  local  exchange  service  upon  the  basis  of  the  operator  units 
bereinbefore  described^  which  assigns  2.69  per  cent  to  toll  serv- 
ice. • 

Pay  station  expense  (account  632)  has  all  been  assigned  to 
local  exchange. 

Accounts  626,  627,  and  628  have  been  assigned  on  the  same 
basis  as  account  624. 

The  other  accounts  in  the  traffic  block  are  overhead  and  are 
assigned  on  the  same  basis  as  the  other  accounts  as  heretofore 
-described. 

Commercial  expenses — administration  (accounts  640-10  and 
€40-30)  have  been  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  assigned  charges. 

Revenue  accounting  (account  646).  An  analysis  of  the  pay 
rolls  of  the  Wichita  district  office  for  the  month  of  December, 
1917,  shows  that  of  the  total  pay  roll,  amounting  to  $1,130, 
$420  is  chargeable  directl;^  to  toll.  $480  is  common,  and  $280 
is  for  supervision.  The  $480,  which  is  expense  of  ledger  clerks, 
has  been  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  number  of  accounts.  In 
1916  there  were  45,246  exchange  accounts  and  17,829  toll  ac- 
counts. The  exchange  accounts  have  been  taken  as  one  unit  and 
the  toll  accbunts  as  two  units,  for  the  reason  that  it  is  necessary 
for  the  ledger  clerks  to  enter  the  amount  of  the  toll  upon  the 
bill,  as  well  as  to  enter  it  upon  the  ledger*  The  expense  of  supers 
vision  has  been  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  assigned  charges. 

Bevenue  collecting  (account  647)  has  been  divided  on  the 
Tiumber  of  accounts,  46,246  exchange  and  17,829  toll. 

Pay  station  commission  (account  648)  and  directory  expenses 
(account  649)  have  each  been  assigned  to  local  exchange. 

Advertising  (account  642)  has  been  treated  as  a  general  ex- 
pense. 

Taxes  have  been  divided  upon  the  value  of  the  property  de- 
Toted  to  each  branch  of  the  service. 

TJncollectable  operating  revenues  have  been  divided  upon  the 
1>asis  of  the  revenues  earned. 

Licensee  revenue,  Dr.    This  charge  has  been  divided  upon  the 
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basis  of  the  revenues  earned.  The  Commission  has  expressed 
its  views  of  Uiis  charge  in  the  case  heretofore  referred  to  (docket 
1,153).  This  item  has  been  used  as  submitted,  since  its  elimina- 
tion and  the  substitution  of  other  necessary  allowances  would 
make  no  material  difference  in  the  ease  at  bar. 

SUMMARY. 

[10]  The  result  of  this  equitable  division  of  petitioner's  op- 
erating revenues  and  expenses  shows  that  for  the  year  1916  there 
was  $37,290.28  available  for  interest  and  an  allowance  for  cur- 
rent depreciation  upon  the  fair  and  reasonable  value  of  the 
property  used  and  useful  in  the  rendition  of  local  telephone 
service  under  consideration.  The  amount  found  available  for 
same  purposes  in  1915  produces  practically  the  same  results  for 
that  year  as  in  1916.  Deducting  $20,000,  the  sum  heretofore 
found  to  be  sufficient  and  reasonable  to  provide  for  accruing  de- 
preciation in  the  local  exchange  property,  from  $37,290.28,  net 
available  income  for  depreciation  and  interest,  leaves  a  balance 
of  $17,290.28  available  for  interest  upon  the  fair  value  of  the 
local  exchange  property  under  consideration,  which  is  apparent- 
ly insufficient. 

By  increasing  individual  line  business  rates  to  $3.35  per 
month,  two-parly  line  business  rates  to  $2.25  per  month,  indi- 
vidual line  residence  rates  to  $1.65  (net)  per  month,  two-party 
line  residence  rates  to  $1.35  (net)  per  month,  based*on  connect- 
ed lines  as  of  December  31,  1916,  there  would  be  produced  an 
additional  revenue  of  approximately  $8,096  per  annum.  Add- 
ing this  sum  to  the  balance  of  $17,290.28  heretofore  referred  to, 
there  would  be  available  for  return  upon  the  investment  ap- 
proximately $25,386.28.  This  sum  provides  a  return  of  7.25 
per  cent  per  annum  upon  $350,000,  which  appears  to  be  a  fair 
and  reasonable  value  of  the  property  herein  (exclusive  of  all 
property  assignable  to  toll  service),  including  an  allowance  of 
$15,624  for  material  and  supplies  and  working  capital 

CONCLUSION. 

Upon  a  careful  consideration  of  the  testimony  submitted  and 
the  facts  herein  noted,  the  Commission  finds  that  petitioner 
should  be  authorized  to  file  an  amended  schedule  of  rates  for 
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certain  dasaes  of  ihe  loeal  exdhange  service  funuahed  by  it  at 
ita  Hutchinson^  Kansas^  exchange,  as  follows,  to  wit: 

Net  Per  Month. 

Indiyidual  line  business  telephone $3.35 

Two-party  line  business  telephone 2.25 

Individual  line  residence  telephone 1.65 

Two-party  line  residence  telephone  ; 1.35 

JRural  subscribers,  switching  serviee  only: 

1  station  on  line    1.75 

2  stations  on  line   (each)    .87^ 

3  stations  on  line   (each)    • .58i 

4  stations  on  line   (each) .43| 

6  or  more  stations  <m  line  (each)    .35 

All  other  rates  and  classifications  to  remain  as  are  now  in  force. 
An  order  will  issue  accordingly. 

Foley,  0.,  concurring  in  result:  I  have  concurred  in  the 
order  issued  herein,  but' I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  con- 
curring in  all  that  Is  said  in  the  opinion. 

Note. — ^Telephone  rates. 

I.  In  general. 

In  view  of  the  impracticability  of  permitting  a  part  of  the  sttV 
scribers  on  a  telephone  line  to  receive  service  at  two  exchanges  upon 
the  payment  of  a  flat  rate,  and  permitting  the  remaining  subscribers 
on  the  same  line  to  receive  service  at  one  exchange  only  upon  the 
payment  of  a  lower  rate,  a  rate  should  be  established  covering  service 
at  two  exchanges  for  all  subscribers,  especially  where  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  subscribers  desire  service  at  the  two  exchanges.  Be 
Gas  Belt  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  No.  2539,  Nov.  14, 1917. 

The  Wisconsin  Commission  established  rates  for  a  telephone  com- 
pany having  132  village  and  200  rural  subscribers,  on  tiie  basis  of 
an  average  annual  unit  maintenance  and  operation  expense  of  $9 
per  telephone;  where  for  the  preceding  year  the  average  unit  ex- 
pense per  telephone  for  like  companies  was  $9.40.  Be  Athens 
Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  26, 1917. 

In  Be  People's  Home  Teleph.  Co.  Docket  No.  1470,  March  18, 
1918,  the  Kansas  Commission  authorized  an  increase  in  individual 
and  two-party  line  .residence  telephone  rates.  The  fair  value  of  the 
property,  viewed  as  a  going  concern,  including  materials  and  sup- 
plies and  working  capital,  was  fixed  at  $340,000.  In  determining 
the  amount  required  for  operating  expenses,  the  Commission  de- 
ducted items  representing  expenditures  for  inventory  adjustment, 
attorney's  fees,  and  procedure  expense  in  connection  with  the  rate 
case;  since  only  usual  and  ordinary  expenses  should  be  considered 
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in  fixing  rates,  but  in  fixing  the  return  included  an  amount  suffi- 
cient to  amortize  these  extraordinary  expenditures. 

//.  Rural  telephones. 

Bural  telephone  rates  should  cover  not  only  the  switching  flervice^ 
but  the  entire  costs  of  operating  and  maintaining  the  rural  lines; 
since  the  utility  should  be  responsible  for  the  proper  maintenance  of 
such  lines,  rather  than  permitting  rural  subscribers  to  do  so.  Ee 
Fanners  Inter-County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Nov.  19,  1917. 

A  rural  telephone  company  was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates 
where  the  estimated  annual  earnings  under  the  increased  rate 
amounts  to  $6,450.42  and  the  operating  expense,  including  7  per 
cent  depreciation  and  dividend  allowances  amounted  to  $5,845,  where 
the  expenses  were  likely  to  increase  and  the  proposed  rates  were,  in 
and  of  themselves,  reasonable.  Be  Battle  Creek  Farmers  TelepL  Go. 
(S.  D.)  Order  1-2867,  Dec.  18,  1917. 

III.  Bate  /or  pereon  renting  more  than  one  instrument. 

In  Ee  Union  Teleph.  Co.  U-1001,  Feb.  6,  1918,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  said:  ''There  seems  to  be  some  confusion  as  to  the 
proper  charges  for  a  party  renting  two  or  more  telephones.  In 
cases  where  separate  lines  are  maintained  for  each  instrument  and 
the  lines  are  bridged  at  the  exchange  ofBce,  each  instrument  will 
take  the  regular  single-party  rate  of  the  service  for  which  it  is  to 
be  used.  If  the  instruments  are  connected  to  a  single  line,  as  may 
be  the  case  with  a  business  and  a  residence  telephone  on  the  same 
line,  then  the  rate  will  be  the  sum  of  a  two-party  business  rate  and 
a  two-party  residence  rate.*' 

IV.  Short'term  service. 

In  Re  Deerfield  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Jan.  28,  1918,  the  applicant 
asked  for  a  rate  for  short-time  service  applicable  to  warehouses, 
schools,  etc.  The  Commission  stated  that  it  believed  that  for  this 
service  a  contract  should  be  made  for  one  year  at  the  regular  month- 
ly rate,  and  that,  if  the  service  was  continued  for  a  part  of  a  year, 
tiie  subscriber  shall  remit  to  the  company  a  cancelation  charge  of 
60  cents  per  month  for  the  unexpired  part  of  the  contract  year. 

In  Ee  Door  County  Teleph.  Co.  Oct.  24,  1917,  the  Wisconsin 
Commission  approved  a  rule  that,  in  cases  where  telephone  service 
is  discontinued  before  the  end  of  the  year,  the  normal  rate  is  to  be 
applied  to  the  time  when  service  was  given  and  in  addition  a  can- 
celation charge  of  50  cents  a  month  for  the  remainder  of  the  con- 
tract period. 

The  rate  for  short-term  telephone  service  should  be  computed  by 
applying  the  normal  rate  to  the  period  over  which  service  is  actually 
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received^  and  adding  thereto  a  flat  rate  of  50  cents  per  month  for 
the  portion  of  the  year  during  which  service  is  not  received.  Ee 
Farmers  Inter-County  Mut  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Nov.  19,  1917. 

F.  Grounded  and  fnetallio  system. 

In  Reedsburg  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  18,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion said :  ^'Except  in  such  extreme  instances  as  that  involved  in  the 
Angusta  Case,  19  Wis.  B.  C.  489,  where  certain  grounded  lines 
served  such  a  poor  farming  district  that  a  rate  sufficient  to  support 
metallic  line  service  would  be  prohibitive,  this  Commission  has  re- 
fused to  authorize  a  different  rate  for  grounded  than  for  metallic 
service.  Except  for  the  fact  that  the  process  of  changing  from 
grounded  to  metallic  service  has  been  suspended  by  conditions  now 
existing,  we  see  no  material  difference  between  this  and  other  cases 
in  which  the  question  was  considered.  Nor  has  there  been  any 
showing  that  the  conclusions  of  the  Commission  in  previous  cases 
were  erroneous.  Although,  in  a  sense,  there  may  be  a  discrimina- 
tion against  the  subscriber  on  a  grounded  line,  if  he  is  required  to 
pay  the  same  rate  as  another  subscriber  on  a  metallic  line,  the  serv- 
ice furnished  a  telephone  subscriber  is  so  closely  concerned  with  the 
service  furnished  otiier  subscribers  that  the  necessity  of  having  sepa- 
rate rates  for  grounded  and  for  metallic  service  does  not  appear/' 

VI.  DeeTc  telephones. 

In  Eeedsburg  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  18,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Commis- 
sion said:  *^ith  reference  to  the  application  of  the  company  for 
authority  to  make  a  charge  of  $5  for  installation  of  a  desk  telephone, 
it  should  be  said  that  the  most  advanced  telephone  practice  appears 
to  be  to  furnish  either  wall  or  desk  phones  for  local  service,  as  de- 
sired by  subscriber.  For  business  service  we  think  it  is  clear  that 
the  desk  phone  has  come  to  be  as  much  standard  equipment  as  the 
wall  phone,  and  the  business  rate  should  permit  tlie  subscriber  to 
have  the  type  which  he  prefers,  at  the  regular  business  rate.  As  to 
residence  phones  the  situation  is  a  little  different.  The  fact  that 
there  is  more  danger  of  breakage  and  other  damage  to  residence 
desk  phones  than  to  wall  phones,  and  that  in  many  communities  the 
wall  phone  may  be  regarded  as  the  standard  equipment  for  resi- 
dence purposes,  leads  us  to  conclude  that  a  slightly  different  rate 
may  be  authorized  for  residence  desk  phones  than  for  wall  phones. 
The  charge  for  installing  desk  phones  will  not  be  authorized.^' 

F/J.  Party "Un^  rates;  residence  and  business  telephones. 

Business  subscribers  on  one-party  lines  should  pay  a  higher  rate 

than  residence  subscribers.    Ee  Highland  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  Dec. 

31,  1917. 
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In  Re  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  Aug.  10,  1917,  the  Minne- 
sota Commission  said:  'The  fact  that  a  telephone  company  m&y 
be  furnishing  its  subscribeiB  with  two-party  service  at  the  four-party 
rate  might  be  strong  evidence  that  the  rate  for  two-party  service  is 
too  high.*' 

In  Re  Waunakee  Teleph.  Co.  U-708,  Aug.  16,  1917,  the  Wisom- 
sin  Commission  held  that  a  telephone  company  should  differentiate 
in  rates  for  individual  line  service  and  party  line  service  to  both 
residence  and  business  subscribers. 


MAINB  PUBIilG  UTUilTIBS  COMMISSION. 

BE  CENTRAL  MAINE  POWER  COMPANY. 

[U-242.] 

Consolidation,  merget,  and  sale  —  Eledrie  uHliUes  —  PurpoM. 

1.  An  electric  utility  was  permitted  to  pnrduwe  the  capital  stock 
of  several  subsidiary  companies  for  the  aggregate  amount  of  their  capi- 
tal stock,  as  authorized  by  the  Ck>mmi88ion  in  proceedings  by  the  re- 
spective companies,  where  the  utility  entered  the  territory  only  at  the 
request  of  the  owners  of  the  local  company,  or  the  conununity,  or  both, 
in  order  to  give  better  service  or  assume  the  responsibilities  of  the 
subsidiaries. 

Valuation  —  On  consolidation  —  Prior  oUouHinoes  to  auhsidiariea  a$ 
capital  allowance  of  parent  company, 

2.  Prior  advances  made  to  subsidiary  companies  for  construction 
purposes,  by  a  utility  purchasing  their  capital  stock,  and  forming  the 
basis  for  the  major  part  of  their  authorized  capital-stock  issues,  the 
total  aggregate  amount  of  which  has  been  fixed  as  the  purchsse  price, 
cannot  be  considered  as  capital  expenditures  for  construction  by  the 
utility,  against  which  it  may  issue  bonds  for  said  purchase  price. 

Valuation  —  Items  chargeable  to  capital. 

3.  The  Maine  Commission  refused  to  allow  a  utility  to  capitalize 
an  item  for  general  administration,  which  had  been  carried  as  a  part 
of  the  operating  expenses,  although  it  might  properly  have  been  charged 
to  the  capital  account  had  the  utility  elected  to  do  so  at  the  time, 
where  it  appeared  that  when  charged,  there  was  no  ''intention  of  replso- 
ing  it  except  from  earnings." 

Valuation  —  Items  chargeable  to  capital  —  Discount  on  seeurUies  ^ 
Sinking-fund  investm,ents, 

4.  Allowance  of  discount  on  securities  and  of  the  sinking-fund  in- 
vestment as  capital  charges  was  made  by  the  Maine  Commission  ss  s 
special  provision  for  the  needs  of  the  utility,  where  the  abnormal  con- 
dition of  business  justified  the  funding  of  its  temporary  obligations. 
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Tahiotion  «-  Working  capital  —  Consideration  of  needs  of  subsidiary 
companies. 

6.  A  parent  utility  company  stands  in  the  position  of  banker  to 
subsidiary  oompanies  whose  stock  it  has  purchased,  and,  if  they  may 
not  issue  capital  to  provide  themselves  with  assets  to  meet  all  extraor- 
dinary demands,  it  should  be  prepared  to  assist  them  accordingly,  and 
this  item  should  be  considered  in  fixing  the  amount  of  a  security  issue 
to  provide  it  with  working  capital 

Valuation  -•  Bond  discount. 

6.  A  utility  should  be  authorized  to  issue  securities  against  a  sum 
representing  the  difference  between  the  face  value  of  securities  hereto- 
fore issued  and  the  net  amount  realized  from  them,  less  so  much  as 
has  since  been  amortized. 

Commissions  —  Security  issue  «-  Advance  expression  as  to  amount  of 
subsequent  issues. 

7.  Hie  Maine  Commission  recognizes  the  right  of  a  utility  to  ask 
in  advance  what  it  may  depend  on  being  allowed  to  capitalize,  should 
it  subsequently  require  sums  in  excess  of  the  amount  asked  for  in  the 
petition  under  consideration. 

[January  22,  1918.] 

For  decisions  in  cases  U.  No.  248  to  U.  No.  249,  inclnsive, 
and  TJ.  No.  252,  mentioned  herein,  see  Ee  Wiscasset  Electric 
Light  &  P.  Oo.  and  attached  note,  post,  804. 

Pbtition  hy  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  for  per- 
mission to  purchase  the  capital  stocks  of  other  public  utilities 
and  to  issue  its  preferred  stock  and  bonds  for  payment  there- 
for, for  payment  of  a  certain  funded  debt,  to  reimburse  its 
treasury  for  expenditures  on  capital  account,  and  to  provide 
funds  for  new  construction.  The  purchase  was  authorized  and 
petitioner  was  permitted  to  issue  securities  to  secure  the  sum  of 
$595,543.66  for  the  purposes  mentioned. 

By  the  Commission :  Petition  by  the  Central  Maine  Power 
Company  for  permission  to  purchase  capital  stocks  of  other 
public  utilities,  and  to  issue  its  preferred  stock  and  bonds  for 
payment  therefor,  for  payment  of  certain  funded  debt,  to  re- 
imburse its  treasury  for  expenditures  on  capital  account,  and  to 
provide  funds  for  new  construction.  Public  hearing  at  Augusta, 
December  4,  1917.    Notice  proved  as  ordered. 

To  be  fully  understood,  this  decision  should  be  read  in  con- 
nection with  the  decisions  in  U.  No.  243  to  U.  No.  249,  both 
inclusive,  and  U.  No.  252,  all  of  even  date  herewith. 
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The  petitioner  asks  permission  to  issue  its  6  per  cent  first- 
mortgage  bonds  of  the  aggregate  par  value  of  $418,000  at  83, 
and  sufficient  7  per  cent  preferred  stock  at  par  to  realize  $600,- 
000  from  both  sources  for  the  following  purposes: 

1.  To  purchase  the  capital  stock  of  certain  subsidiaries; 

2.  To  retire  bonds  of  the  Kennebec  Light  &  Heat  Company 
maturing  February  1,  1918,  amounting  to  $104,500; 

3.  To  reimburse  its  treasury  for  capital  expenditures  made 
since  February  28,  1913,  and  not  already  funded; 

4.  To  provide  funds  for  development  of  water  power  at  Kice 
Rips,  Oakland. 

It  is  claimed  that  its  capital  expenditures  not  already  rep- 
resented by  capital  stock  or  funded  debt  and  the  other  activities 
above  specified  entitle  the  petitioner  to  additional  capitalization 
in  excess  of  $600,000 ;  and  it  asks  to  have  the  fall  amount  to 
which  it  is  so  entitled,  considering  its  expenditures  on  plant 
and  other  capital  assets  to  October  31,  1917,  now  determined  in 
order  to  establish  a  mark  from  which  future  petitions  may  start 

We  shall  first  examine  the  evidence  to  determine  what  amount 
of  securities  may  be  authorized  under  each  of  the  above  divi- 
sions, regardless  of  the  relations  between  stocks  and  bonds.  It 
may  here  be  stated  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  as  stated  in 
the  petition  is  very  general,  and  that  we  are  now  stating  it  and 
treating  it  as  further  defined  at  the  hearing  and  in  the  light  of 
the  testimony  then  presented,  exhibits  subsequently  filed,  and 
analyses  made  by  our  accounting  department 

Jf.  Purchase  of  Stocks. 

[1]  We  have  decided  in  TJ.  No.  243  to  TJ.  No.  249,  both  in- 
clusive, that  the  subsidiary  companies,  petitioners  therein,  may 
issue  capital  stock  of  their  respective  corporations  for  amounts 
aggregating  $145,580.  For  reasons  sufficiently  stated  in  those 
decisions,  this  petitioner  will  be  permitted  to  purchase  said 
capital  stock,  and  that  sum  fixes  the  amount  which  it  may  secure 
from  the  issue  of  its  preferred  stock  and  bonds  for  this  purpose. 
Further  details  will  appear  hereinafter  in  our  order. 

£.  Kennebec  Light  £  Heat  Company  Bonds. 

Mortgage  bonds  of  the  Kennebec  Light  &  Heat  Company 
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amounting  to  $104,500  mature  February  1,  1918.  The  property 
on  which  these  bonds  are  secured  is  now  part  of  the  Central 
Maine  Power  Company's  plant,  and  provision  must  be  made  for 
their  payment  at  maturity. 

S.  Capital  Expenditures  by  Central  Maine  Power  Company. 

[2]  This  is  the  only  division  of  the  petition  which  presents 
serious  diflBculties.  The  petitioner  finally  presented  a  statement 
in  which  it  claimed  that  it  was  entitled  to  capitalize  items 
amounting  to  $765,234.34,  stated  in  considerable  detail  and  sum- 
marized as  follows : 

Excess  of  inyestments  in  plant  and  in  capital  stock  of  subsidiary 

companies  over  stock  and  funded  debt  already  issued $122,234.34 

Due  from  operating  subsidiaries   for   construction 

advances    $127,587.83 

XHtto  for  working-capital  purposes 95,912.17 

Materials  and  supplies 125,000.00 

Prepaid  accounts  40,000.00 

Total  to  be  issued  against  working  capital $388,500.00 

Against  general  administration  items   • 50,000.00 

Against  Rice  Rips  development 100,000.00 

Against  Kennebec  Light  &  Heat  bonds  104,500.00 

Total $765,234.34 

,The  Kennebec  Light  &  Heat  Company  bond  item  has  been 
referred  to,  and  the  Rice  Rips  development  will  be  attended  to 
under  its  own  head. 

The  advances  to  subsidiary  companies  for  construction  pur- 
poses are  already  the  basis  for  the  major  part  of  the  security 
issues  to  be  made  by  those  companies,  and  funded  by  this  peti- 
tioner in  the  item  of  $145,580  already  fixed.  So  far  as  the 
subsidiary  companies  may  now  provide  working  capital  through 
additional  stock  issues,  that  amount  is  included  in  the  foregoing 
sum. 

Mr.  John  P.  Vaughan,  consulting  engineer,  testifying  for  the 
petitioner  that  investments  in  plant  against  which  bonds  prop- 
erly might  be  issued  amounted  to  $268,101.18,  included  $127,- 
249.52  expended  on  additions  to  the  plants  of  these  subsidiary 
companies.  This  item  can  be  allowed  but  once,  and  risk  of  con- 
fusion and  duplication  can  be  avoided  only  by  adhering  strictly 
to  the  classification  under  which  we  are  proceeding  in  this  dis- 
cussion. 
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[3]  The  item  of  $50,000  for  general  administration  is  ex- 
plained as  being  a  reasonable  charge  to  construction  which  has 
been  carried  as  part  of  the  operating  expenses.  The  claim  that 
some  part  of  the  general  office  salaries  and  expenses  might  prop- 
erly have  been  carried  to  plant  account  is  not  unreasonable,  but 
the  petitioner  has  not  seen  fit  to  do  so,  no  correction  has  been 
made,  and  we  cannot  now  find  that  any  part  of  this  sum  was 
taken  from  "funds  not  immediately  required  for  current  normal 
expenses  and  charges,  in  the  expectation  of  reimbursing  its 
treasury  when  the  work  is  completed  or  when  such  funds  are 
required  for  such  current  purposes."  This  appears  more  like 
a  case  where  the  utility  expends  current  funds  for  capital  pur- 
poses "with  no  present  intention  of  replacing  it^  except  from 
earnings,  and  later,  under  changed  oonditions  or  business  de- 
pression, seeks  to  restore  it  in  this  manner."  Ke  Bangor  Power 
Co.  (1916)  2  Am.  Rep.  Me.  P.  U.  0.  294,  296,  P.U.R.1916G, 
496.  There  is  serious  doubt  whether  this  item  can  now  be 
capitalized  under  any  conditions,  certainly  not  under  present 
conditions* 

[4]  There  appears  to  have  been  expended  for  capital  pur- 
poses on  the  plant  of  the  Central  Maine  Power  Companj,  from 
February  28,  1913,  to  October  31,  1017  $1,411,944.18 

In  the  purchase  of  subsidiary  companies  through  stock  and 
bond  ownership,  the  same  now  forming  part  of  the  Central 
Maine  Power  Company  system    1,217,613.60 

In  advances  for  the  purchase  of  the  Hartland  and  the  Wis- 
casset  companies  through  the  Robinson  Land  Company  and 
now  to  be  transferred  direct  to  the  Central  Maine  Power  Com- 
pany without  further  cost  (U.  No.  252)    29,830.00 

$2,659,387.68 


There  have  been  issued  against  this  investment,  leaving  all 
advances  to  subsidiaries  to  be  capitalized',  as  far  as  proper,  under 
the  first  division  of  this  decision,  and  not  now  charging  any 
part  of  the  securities  already  issued  against  such  advances,  there 
have  been  issued  against  the  above  investment: 

Preferred  stock,  face  value  $988,500.00 

Premium  on  preferred  stock 59,104..*)»> 

Bonds    1,487.500.00 

Debenture  notes   100,000.00 

$2,635,104.30 
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The  excess  of  the  investment  over  the  face  value  of  the  stock 
and  funded  debt  issued  against  it  is  $24,283.38. 

The  petitioner  claims  that,  for  the  purpose  of  determining 
what  part  of  this  investment  has  not  now  been  capitalized,  it 
should  have  an  allowance  for  the  discount  on  securities  and  for 
its  sinking-fund  investment.  The  former  item,  with  proper  ad- 
justments, amounts  to  $82,784.35;  the  latter  is  $21,180.28. 

The  sinking  fund  is  being  created  under  an  obligation  to  make 
provision  for  retiring  outstanding  bonds  secured  by  a  lien  prior 
to  either  class  of  securities  to  be  issued  under  this  petition.  The 
issue  of  junior  securities  for  this  purpose  is  a  process  of  payment 
or  refunding  of  lawful  indebtedness,  and  falls  within  the  pur- 
poses enumerated  by  statute. 

There  is  serious  objection,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  to  the  issue 
of  securities  for  such  a  purpose  a  considerable  time  in  advance 
of  the  maturity  of  the  debt  which  is  to  be  paid,  where  the  fixed 
charges  on  the  securities  so  issued  are  materially  in  excess  of 
those  to  be  retired ;  and  it  should  not  be  understood  that  we  will 
approve  all  such  plans  as  a  matter  of  right.  We  are  convinced 
that  the  petitioner  is  now  justified  in  funding  its  temporary  ob- 
ligations and  making  special  provision  for  needs  which  may  be 
expected  before  business  resumes  a  normal  condition.  We  shall, 
therefore,  grant  this  request 

[5]  The  petitioner  asked,  in  the  sdiedules  filed  in  support 
of  its  case,  for  an  allowance  of  $166,000  for  additions  to  its 
working  capital  items,  being  current  assets  generally.  This  was 
part  of  the  plan  for  properly  financing  the  whole  system,  and 
was  fixed  in  the  expectation  that  the  requirements  of  the  Central 
Maine  Power  Colnpany  would  be  considered  in  dealing  with  the 
petitions  of  the  subsidiary  companies.  They  have  no  respon- 
sibility for  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company,  and  we  have 
ruled,  in  TJ.  N"o.  248,  that  they  must  be  considered  separately. 

This  petitioner  now  urges  that  our  reduction  of  their  requests, 
$77,920  in  all,  consisting  principally  of  amounts  desired  for 
current  assets,  such  as  materials  and  supplies  and  accounts  re- 
ceivable, places  a  greater  burden  upon  it  as  owner  and  man- 
ager of  all  of  these  companies.  It  stands  in  the  position  of 
banker  to  them,  and  if  they  may  not  issue  capital  to  provide  them 
with  such  assets  to  meet  all  extraordinary  demands,  it  should  be 
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prepared  to  assist  them,  accordingly.  It  therefore  now  asks  for 
more  than  $165^000^  in  order  to  meet  this  additional  respon- 
sibility. 

This  claim  is  not  unreasonable,  nor  inconsistent  wit|;i  our  rul- 
ing in  TJ.  No.  243.  It  is  obvious,  however^  that  the  banker  who 
can  divert  these  funds  from  one  client  to  another  as  they  aie 
needed  will  require  less  than  the  sum  of  the  several  amounts 
necessary  to  meet  their  respective  Tnaximuni  needs.  We  shall 
allow  $200,000  under  this  title. 

Debt  Discount  and  Expense, 

[6]  The  petitioner  asks  for  authority  to  issue  $82,734.35  in 
securities  nominally  against  its  debt  discount  and  expense  ac- 
count ;  really  against  the  amount  of  money  invested  in  additions 
to  plant  between  the  dates  covered  in  this  petition,  the  amount 
by  which  previous  issues  of  bonds  against  such  additions  failed 
to  net  the  full  sum  of  the  expenditures  by  virtue  of  which  they 
were  issued.  The  table  previously  stated,  showing  charges  to 
plant  amounting  to  $2,659,387.68  and  credits  amounting  to 
$2,635,104.30,  states  the  bonds  at  par.  Said  sum  of  $82,734.35 
represents  the  difference  between  the  face  value  of  the  securities 
issued  and  the  net  amount  realized  from  them,  less  so  much  as 
has  since  been  amortized.  It  is  an  expenditure  for  plant  which 
has  not  been  funded  through  the  issue  of  stocks  and  bonds. 

The  sums  whidi  we  have  already  expressed  a  purpose  to 
authorize  and  the  Rice  Eips  item,  to  be  considered  later,  will 
net  the  petitioner  $595,643.66,  which  is  approximately  the 
maximum  amount  asked  for  in  this  petition.  It  would  not  be 
necessary  to  consider  the  item  now  under  discussion  except  that 
the  petitioner  wishes  to  know  what  it  may  expect  for  future 
needs. 

There  is  no  technical  objection  to  granting  this  request  if  it 
becomes  necessary.  It  is  an  issue  of  securities  against  invest- 
ment in  plant,  and  is  consistent  with  our  present  treatment  of 
the  other  items.  The  discount  will  continue  to  be  amortized, 
and,  when  the  bonds  are  paid,  the  corporation  will  have  the 
funds  produced  tiirough  the  amortization  process  to  offset  the 
securities  issued  in  the  meantime  to  replenish  the  treasury 
against  that  discount. 
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[7]  It  was  expected  by  the  Comiuissioii  when  the  previous 
issues  of  bonds  were  authorized,  that  the  discount  would  be  pro- 
vided for  from  other  sources ;  and  this  has  so  far  beeii  done,  and, 
except  for  present  abnormal  conditions,  would  continue  to  be. 
We  appreciate  these  conditions  and  the  burdens  they  place  upon 
corporations, — especially  the  necessity  of  avoiding  obligations 
which  may  be  called  at  the  most  inopportune  times.  We  rec- 
ognize the  right  of  the  petitioner  to  ask,  in  advance,  what  it  may 
depend  upon.  If  it  requires  sums  in  excess  of  the  amount  asked 
for  in  the  present  petition  and  now  to  be  granted,  it  may  present 
a  supplementary  petition  for  an  allowance  against  so  much  of 
the  unamortized  investment  represented  by  this  title  as  we  may 
iind  it  proper  to  make. 

4,,  Bice  Rips  Development. 

Petitioner  asks  for  present  allowance  of  $100,000  to  be  used 
in  developing  its  water  power  at  Bice  Kips,  in  Oakland*  This 
will  be  granted. 

SUMMARY. 

.   It  is  found  that  the  petitioner  is  entitled  to  receive  from  the 
issue  of  bonds  and  preferred  stock  the  following  sums : 

1.  To  purchase  the  capital  stock  of  subsidiary  companies $145,580.00 

2.  To  retire  Kennebec  light  k  Heat  Company  bonds 104,500.00 

3.  To  reimburse  its  treasury  for  divers  expenditures  and  to  pro- 

vide additional  working  capital 245,463.66 

4.  For  Rice  Rips  development 100,000.00 

Total $696,543.66 

It  proposes  to  sell  $418,000  of  mortgage  bonds  at  83,  which 
will  net  $346,940.  The  balance,  $248,603.66,  will  be  procured 
from  the  issue  of  preferred  stock  at  par.  The  petitioner  already 
has  orders  issued  on  its  petition  in  U.  No.  199  on  which  it  is 
entitled  to  issue  preferred  stock  to  the  amount  of  $26,200  in 
excess  of  that  outstanding  October  31,  1917,  and  a  like  sum  will 
be  deducted  from  the  foregoing  figures  in  making  the  following 
order. 

Since  the  original  hearing  on  this  petition,  and  while  it  has 

been  pending  for  petitioner  to   be  heard  further  on   certain 

phases  of  it,  a  preliminary  order,  dated  January  8,  1918,  was 
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made  authorizing  the  issue  of  said  bonds,  as  aforesaid,  the  dis- 
position of  the  proceeds  to  be  provided  for  in  this  order. 
It  is  now 

ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DECREED 

1.  That  the  sum  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  from  the  issue 
of  the  stocks  and  bonds  hereinafter  authorized  is  required  in 
good  faith  for  purposes  enumerated  in  §  87,  chapter  55,  Revised 
Statutes ; 

2.  That  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  be,  and  it  hereby 
is,  authorized  to  purchase  40  shares  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company,,  of  the  par  value 
of  $10  per  share,  at  $15  per  share ;  600  shares  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Company,  of  the  par  value  of 
$100  per  share,  at  $133.83^  per  share;  547  shares  of  the  capital 
stock  of  the  Bath  &  Brunswick  Light  &  Power  Company,  of  the 
par  value  of  $100  per  share,  at  par ;  23  shares  of  the  capital  stock 
of  the  Waldoboro  Water  &  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company, 
of  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share,  at  par;  40  shares  of  the 
capital  stock  of  the  Hartland  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company, 
of  the  par  value  of  $50  per  share,  at  par ;  and  650  shares  of  the 
capital  stodc  of  the  !N'ewport  Light  &  Power  Company,  of  the  par 
value  of  $10  per  share,  at  $9.20  per  share, — ^all  certificates  of 
stock  so  purchased  to  be  deposited  forthwith  with  the  trustee 
named  in  the  mortgage  securing  this  petitioner's  first-mortgage 
bonds  due  November  1,  1939,  as  additional  security  therefor; 

3.  That  said  Central  Maine  Power  Company  be^  and  it  here- 
by is,  authorized  to  issue  2,234  shares  of  its  7  per  cent  preferred 
capital  stock,  of  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share,  at  par  and 
accrued  dividend.  The  proceeds  from  said  issues  of  stocks  and 
of  the  mortgage  bonds  authorized  under  the  aforesaid  prelim- 
inary order  dated  January  8,  1918,  and  of  preferred  stock  now 

or  hereafter  issued  under  our  orders  in  IJ.  No.  199  and  not 

• 

already  specifically  appropriated,  shall  be  applied:  (1)  To  pay- 
ment for  the  stocks  to  be  purchased  imder  authority  of  the  next 
preceding  paragraph  in  this  order;  (2)  to  the  payment  of  the 
principal  of  the  mortgage  bonds  of  the  Kennebec  Light  &  Heat 
Company  due  February  1,  1918,  of  the  aggregate  par  value  of 
$104,500;  (3)  to  reimburse  the  treasury  of  the  Central  Maine 
Power  Company  for  all  expenditures  (not  hitherto  or  herein 
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otherwise  provided  for  through  the  issue  of  securities)  for  ae- 
quisitionsy  additions,  improvements,  and  bettermaits  to  prop- 
erty, including  additions  t/o  working  capital,  between  February 
28,  1913,  and  October  31,  1917,  and  for  necessary  additional 
working  capital;  and  (4)  toward  the  cost  of  development  of 
petitioner's  water  power  at  Eice  Bips,  in  the  town  of  Oakland, 
the  amount  set  aside  for  and  devoted  to  said  development  to  be 
not  less  than  $100,000 ; 

4.  That  said  Central  Maine  Power  Company  report  to  this 
Commission  in  detail,  supported  by  the  aflSdavit  of  one  of  its  prin- 
cipal officers,  its  doings  hereunder  within  sixty  days  from  this 
date,  and  thereafter  if  and  as  ordered. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, at  Augusta,  this  22d  day  of  January,  a.  d.  1918. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Maine,  Benj.  F«  Cleaves, 
Wm.  B.  Skelton,  and  John  E.  Bunker. 

Note.— Consolidation^  merger,  and  sale^ 

/.  In  general. 

A  consolidation  of  electric  companies  is  for  the  public  good,  al- 
though the  consumers  of  one  of  them  will  have  to  pay  more  for  their 
service,  where  it  appears  that  the  charges  will  have  to  be  higher  in 
any  event  and  there  will  be  a  more  urgent  need  for  increasing  such 
rates  if  the  consolidation  is  not  allowed.  Be  Concord  Electric  Co. 
(N.  H.)  D~357,  May  2,  1917. 

In  Be  Illinois  &  M.  Teleg.  Co.  (lU.)  No.  5849,  March  16,  1917, 
the  applicant  telegraph  company  was  authorized  to  sell  its  entire 
property  to  the  Western  Union  Telegraph*  Company,  and  the  steps 
taken  by  the  applicant  looking  towards  its  corporate  dissolution  were 
ratijSed  and  confirmed.  By  supplemental  order,  dated  June  23, 
1917,  the  utility  Was  excused  from  making  any  further  reports  un- 
less otherwise  ordered  by  the  Commission. 

A  railroad  corporation  formed  by  the  consolidation  of  an  Ohio 
company  or  companies  of  another  state  or  states,  under  co-operative 
legislation  in  the  different  states,  becomes  one  company  with  a  status 
in  each  state,  possessing  in  Ohio  all  the  rights,  privileges,  and  fran- 
chises, and  subject  to  all  the  restrictions,  disabilities,  and  duties  of 
an  Ohio  railroad  company  in  all  that  it  does  in  that  state.  PoUitz 
v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (1917)  —  Ohio  St.  — ,  L.B.A.— , 
— ,  117  K  E.  149. 
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II,  Jurisdiction  and  duUea  of  CotnmisMon, 

Chapter  178  of  the  Connecticut  Public  Acts  of  1915  requires  the 
Commission,  upon  an  application  for  consolidation  or  merger  by 
sale  of  utility  property,  to  consider  principally  whether  or  not  a  pro- 
posed sale  or  consolidation  will  result  in  a  situation  out  of  which 
the  public  will  secure  service  adequate  to  its  needs  and  favorable 
in  comparison  with  the  service  which  the  individual  companies 
would  render;  and  the  intent  of  the  act  will  be  met  if  the  evidence 
shows  that  there  is  no  gross  overcapitalization  involved  in  the  im- 
mediate transaction,  and  if  due  publicity  is  given  to  the  facts  shown 
upon  proper  inquiry.  Be  Eock)^  Biver  Power  Co.  Docket  No.  2423, 
Aug.  3,  1917.  Under  the  terms  of  that  statute,  requiring  that  two 
or  more  public  service  corporations  contemplating  merger  or  con- 
solidation submit,  for  the  Commission's  approval^  the  terms,  condi- 
tions, and  purposes  of  the  proposed  transaction,  which  necessarily 
involves  a  statement  of  the  consideration  upon  which  the  transaction 
is  based,  the  Commission  ordinarily  requires,  in  addition,  a  state- 
ment of  present  and  contemplated  resulting  capitalization. 

Approval  of  the  consolidation  of  telephone  plant  and  the  sale  and 
purchase  of  telephone  property  of  one  telephone  company  by  an- 
other telephone  company  is  within  the  jurisdiction  of  tiie  Nebraska 
Commission,  either  under  its  power  to  regulate  service  or  imder  its 
power  of  "general  controP'  over  such  corporations,  or  for  the  rea- 
son that  property  devoted  to  a  public  use  is  charged  with  a  trust  in 
favor  of  the  public  which  cannot  be  interfered  with  without  consent 
of  the  state.  Be  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Application  No. 
2912,  July  19,  1917.  But  the  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
determine  whether  or  not  the  sale  price  for  a  telephone  property  is 
below  the  real  value  of  the  property. 

III.  CofUUtUms  imposed. 

The  Indiana  Commission,  in  authorizing  the  purchase  of  the  prop- 
erty and  franchises  of  an  electric  utility  serving  a  city,  required  as 
a  condition  thereof  that  the  future  right  of  the  city  to  purchase  the 
plant  be  preserved,  and  that  all  bonds  issued  by  the  present  pur- 
chaser against  said  property  be  subject  to  such  right.  Be  Indiana 
General  Service  Co.  No.  3351,  Jan.  12,  1918. 

The  transfer  of  the  properties  of  one  railroad  company  to  another 
will  not  be  finally  approved  in  California  until  the  vendee  has  sub- 
mitted, for  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  its  plan  of  book  en- 
tries relative  to  the  purchase  price  of  the  properties  transferred.  Re 
San  Diego  &  A.  B.  Co.  Decision  No.  4897,  Application  No.  3328, 
Nov.  27,  1917. 

In  Be  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  (N.  J.)  Nov.  20,  1917,  the  New  Jer- 
sey Commission  held  that  a  consolidation  of  telephone  lines  operat- 
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ing  partially  within  and  partially  outside  of  the  state  should  be 
limited  to  the  property  within  the  state^  and  that  the  consolidation 
should  be  eflfeeted  through  the  transfer  of  the  property  to  a  corpora- 
tion organized  under  the  laws  of  the  state. 

The  approval  by  the  Connecticut  Commission  of  the  proposed 
purchase  price  of  various  corporation  properties  upon  consolidation 
or  merger  is  not  to  be  taken  as  the  fair  value  of  tiie  properties  for 
rate-making,  capitalization,  or  other  purposes.  Be  Bocky  River 
Power  Co.  Docket  No.  2423,  Aug.  3,  1917. 

Ee  Lincoln  Northern  B.  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  No.  4441,  Applica- 
tion Nos.  2904-2909,  July  6,  1917,  authority  granted  to  transfer 
various  railroad  properties  provided  that  such  transfers  should  not 
become  effective  until  the  purchasing  companies  shall  have  filed,  for 
the  approval  of  the  Commission,  an  inventory  of  the  properties  au- 
thorized to  be  sold  and  a  statement  showing  how  the  various  prop- 
erties and  the  purchase  price  paid  therefor  will  be  entered  on  the 
records  of  the  purchasing  companies,  and  also  that  the  consideration 
shall  not  be  binding  for  rate-making  or  other  purposes. 

Authority  was  granted  the  owners  of  several  electric  producing 
and  distributing  companies  to  sell  their  respective  plants  and  fran- 
chises to  a  consolidated  company  at  a  sale  price  of  $325,000;  the 
consolidated  company  to  assume  the  aggregate  outstanding  bonded 
indebtedness  of  the  selling  companies,  fixed  at  $250,000,  each  issue 
of  bonds  to  be  a  senior  lien  on  its  respective  part  of  the  plant,  and 
to  issue  $76,000  of  its  common  stock  for  the  balance,  to  be  distributed 
among  the  selling  companies,  as  arranged  by  them,  upon  the  condi* 
tion  that  all  the  companies  sell  on  the  terms  provided,  and  are 
united  in  one  system.  Be  Franklin  Power  Co.  (Me.)  ir--216,  Dec. 
2,  1917. 

In  Be  Forgan,  No.  4462,  May  4,  1916,  the  Illinois  Commission, 
in  authorizing  the  consolidation  of  telephone  exchanges  and  in  ap- 
proving the  sale  of  the  property,  exclusive  of  franchises,  of  the 
Decatur  Home  Telephone  Company  to  the  receivers  of  the  Central 
Union  Telephone  Company  for  $327,700,  rested  its  approval  upon 
condition  that  the  fair  value  of  the  entire  plant  purchased  was 
$299,764;  that  the  difference  between  the  purchase  price  and  the 
fair  value  of  the  property  should  not  be  charged  either  to  capital 
or  operating  expenses,  but  should  be  amortized  out  of  the  income  of 
the  Central  Union  Telephone  Company  or  charged  to  profit  and 
loss;  that  the  property  purchased  should  never  be  capitalized  for 
more  than  $176,401,  ite  maximum  value;  that  the  sum  of  $123,363, 
the  difference  between  the  total  fair  value  and  the  fair  value  of  the 
property  usable,  should  be  charged  to  operating  expenses  and  spread 
over  the  remaining  life  of  the  Decatur  franchise,  expiring  in  1937, 

the  amount  realized  by  way  of  salvage  to  be  credited  to  this  account* 
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ITAIKE  PUBIilC  UTH^ITIES  COBIMISSIOIT. 

BE  WISCASSET  ELECTBIC  LIGHT  &  POWEB  COMPANY. 

[U-243.] 

Security  iamtes  —  Subsidiary  companies  —  Independent  eoneideraUiin 
of  in  fixing  amount, 

1.  Under  §  37,  chap.  65,  Maine  Rev.  Stat.,  each  of  seTeral  utility 
oorporations  forming  integral  parts  of  a  single  gystem  must  be  consid- 
ered as  being  distinct  and  independent,  in  fixing  the  amounts  of  stock 
which  they  may  issue  to  reimburse  their  respective  treasuries  for  addi- 
tions and  other  capital  expenditures;  and  the  needs  of  the  parent  com- 
pany cannot  control,  even  though  it  has  advanced  the  money  for  the 
constructions  forming  the  basis  for  the  security  to  be  issued. 

Security  issues  —  Statutory  purposes  —  Justification, 

2.  The  mere  fact  that  expenditures  on  plant  have  been  made  for 
purposes  for  which  a  utility  is  authorized  by  statute  to  issue  securities 
does  not  in  itself  justify  a  capital  issue  to  reimburse  the  funds  thus 
invested,  and  such  an  issue  should  not  be  authorized  unless  it  appears 
that  the  capital  to  be  secured  thereby  is  required  for  a  proper  purpose. 

Security  issues  —  Dividends* 

3.  The  Maine  Commission  will  not  authorize  the  issuance  of  aeenri- 
tiea  solely  to  furnish  funds  with  which  to  pay  dividends. 

[January  22,  1918.] 

For  decisions  on  petitions  filed  and  heard  wiUi  this  ease  and 
mentioned  herein,  see  Be  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  ante,  792, 
and  note  attached  to  this  case,  post,  809. 

Application  by  the  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany for  approval  of  an  issue  of  securities ;  authority  granted  to 
issue  40  shares  of  its  common  capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of 
810  per  share,  at  150  per  cent  of  their  par  value,  to  reimburse 
its  treasury  for  all  capital  expenditures  to  October  31,  1917. 

By  the  Commission :  Petition  for  authority  to  issue  capital 
stock  to  reimburse  the  treasury  for  money  expended  for  constnic- 
tion  purposes  and  current  assets.  Public  hearing  at  Augusta, 
December  4,  1917.    Notice  proved  as  ordered. 

This  is  one  of  the  seven  similar  petitions  filed  and  heard  to- 
gether. The  other  six  are  Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Company, 
Petitioner,  TJ.  No.  244 ;  Bath  &  Brunswick  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany, Petitioner,  U.  No.  245;  Waldoboro  Water  &  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Company,  Petitioner,  U.  No.  246 ;  TTnion  Light 
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&  Power  Company,  Petitioner,  TJ.  No.  247;  Hartland  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Company,  Petitioner,  TJ.  No.  248;  Newport 
Light  &  Power  Company,  Petitioner,  XJ.  No.  249,  post,  809, 
(note).  The  prayers  of  the  several  petitions  are  identical  in 
form — "to  issue  its  capital  stock  or  obligations,  or  both,  to  an 
amount  sufficient  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for  capital  expend- 
itures incurred  since  the  purchase  of  its  capital  stock  by  the 
Central  Maine  Power  Company.  And  authority  is  also  request- 
ed to  sell  the  said  capital  stock  or  obligations,  or  both,  to  tiie  said 
Central  Maine  Power  Company,  and  the  said  petitioner  requests 
that  you  fix  the  amount  of  stock  or  of  obligations  to  be  issued 
and  the  terms  under  which  the  same  shall  be  disposed  of; 

V 

^    •     •  \ 

A  brief  statement  applicable  to  all  of  the  aforesaid  petitions 
may  here  be  made  to  avoid  repetition  in  each  case. 

GENERAL  STATEMENT. 

All  of  these  petitioners  are  subsidiaries  of  the  Central  Maine 
Power  Company,  controlled  by  it  through  direct  ownership  of 
the  entire  capital  stock  of  all  of  them  except  the  Hartland  and 
the  Wiscasset  companies.  The  stock  of  the  two  last  named  is 
owned  by  the  Robinson  Land  Company,  a  majority  of  whose 
stock  is  owned  by  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company.  The 
Central  Maine  Power  Company  will  be  granted  permission,  on 
its  petition  now  pending,  U.  No.  252,  post,  810  (note),  to  pur- 
chase the  stock  of  those  two  corporations,  and  they  will  now  be 
treated  as  though  this  had  been  consummated.  It  will  be  a  part 
of  this  whole  transaction. 

There  is  also  pending — filed  and  heard  with  this  case — peti- 
tion by  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company,  TJ.  No.  242,  ante, 
792,  for  permission  to  purchase  the  stocks  which  these  cor- 
porations may  be  authorized  to  issue  on  the  aforesaid  petitions, 
TJ.  Nos.  243  to  249,  both  inclusive,  and  to  issue  its  securities  to 
provide  funds  for  that  purpose. 

[1]  The  Central  Maine  Power  Company  has  acquired  the 
ownership  of  these  various  companies  in  order  that  it  might  serve 
the  towns  covered  by  their  respective  franchises,  they  being  be- 
yond the  geographical  limits  reached  by  its  franchises ;  otherwise, 
it  might  have  purchased  the  plants  and  financed  the  undertak- 
ings direct.    It  has  in  every  case,  we  believe,  entered  the  terri- 
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tory  only  on  the  request  of  owners  of  the  local  company,  or  of 
the  community,  or  both,  in  order  either  to  give  better  service 
or  to  relieve  the  owners  of  the  local  company  of  further  respon- 
sibility. 

The  local  companies  have  continued  to  render  service,  being 
operated  by  the  management  of  the  Central  Maine  Power  Com- 
pany. The  latter  has  controlled  expenditures  for  extensions  and 
betterments,  and  has  advanced  moneys  for  such  purposes  when 
enough  was  not  available  from  their  own  resources.  It  is  now 
proposed  to  issue  securities  to  reimburse  ihe  several  treasuries 
for  expenditures  made  for  capital  purposes,  and  to  determine 
in  these  proceedings  the  amounts  in  which  each  of  the  corpora- 
tions may  be  allowed  ta  capitalize  such  disbursements  to  a  com- 
mon date,  October  31,  1917,  thus  establishing  a  ^^nch  mark" 
or  starting  point,  for  each  company  for  future  transactions. 

As  each  case  is  stated,  the  manner  in  which  the  Central  Maine 
Power  Company  is  to  profit  from  this  financing  will  become 
apparent.  Generally  speaking,  each  subsidiary  company  will 
receive  from  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  cash  for  its 
new  issue  of  stock,  and  in  most  of  the  cases  pay  the  greater  part 
of  that  cash  back  to  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  for  ob- 
ligations due  it.  In  the  end  it  amounts  to  a  reimbursement  of 
the  treasury  of  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  for  expend- 
itures made  by  it  on  its  plant,  regarding  all  of  the  property  of 
all  of  these  companies  as  parts  of  one  united  plant  in  the  broader 
sense. 

Theoretically,  this  result  could  be  more  simply  and  directly 
obtained  by  requiring  each  corporation  to  sell  its  new  stock  to 
the  public  and  to  repay  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  for 
its  advances  with  the  proceeds.  Whatever  other  objections  the 
present  owners  may  have  to  such  a  plan,  it  is  obvious  that  it 
would  be  impracticable,  because  minority  issues  of  these  subsid- 
iary companies  could  be  sold  to  the  public  only  at  substantially 
less  than  they  are  intrinsically  worth,  and  serious  loss  would 
be  suffered. 

On  the  other  hand,  while  all  of  the  corporations  mentioned  are 
parts  of  a  single  system,  they  must  be  treated  as  though  entirely 
distinct  in  fixing  the  amoimts  of  stock  which  each  may  issue; 
the  needs  of  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  cannot  control. 
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We  are  bound  to  find  what  amount,  if  any,  "of  the  capital  to  be 
secured  by  the  issue  of  said  stocks  ...  is  required  in  good 
faith,"  by  the  petitioner  in  the  case  under  inunediate  considera- 
tion, "for  purposes  enumerated"  in  §  37,  chapter  55,  Revised 
Statutes.  Those  purposes  are,  "the  acquisition  of  property  to 
be  used  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  its  corporate  powers,  the 
construction,  completion,  extension  or  improvement  of  its  facil- 
ities, or  for  the  improvement  or  maintenance  of  its  service,  or 
for  the  discharge  or  lawful  refunding  of  its  obligations,  or  for 
such  other  purposes  as  may  be  authorized  by  law," 

So  far  as  these  subsidiary  companies  are  concerned,  we  are 
not  shown  that  the  last  clause  in  the  latter  quotation  adds  any- 
thing to  the  purposes  stated  in  the  preceding  clauses;  the  pre- 
ceding ones  include  all  of  the  lawful  purposes  for  which  any  of 
these  companies  appears  to  be  authorized  by  law  to  issue  stocks 
or  bonds. 

[2]  The  fact  that  expenditures  have  been  made  for  any  of 
these  purposes  does  not  necessarily  justify  the  issue  of  stocks 
or  bonds  to  reimburse  the  treasury,  although  it  is  a  very  strong 
circumstance.  It  may  be  that  all  or  some  part  of  such  expend- 
itures may  properly  be  made  from  accumulated  surplus  or  from 
current  income,  or  that  they  are  a  reinvestment  of  depreciation 
or  sinking  funds.  The  law  says  that  the  capital  so  procured 
must  be  "required"  for  one  of  these  purposes,  and  some  signif- 
icance will  be  given  that  word.  What  is  meant  will  be  more 
apparent  as  the  specific  purposes  disclosed  in  some  of  these  cases 
are  discussed.  In  any  event,  funds  once  invested  in  plant  should 
not  be  reimbursed  through  capital  issues  unless  the  purpose  to 
which  they  are  to  be  devoted  justifies, — ^the  mere  fact  of  the 
investment  is  not  enough. 

THIS  CASE. 

The  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company  appears  to 

have  been  part  of  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company  system 

since  June  30,  1916.    Its  comparative  balance  sheets  are: 
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Oct  31,  1917. 

June  30,  1916. 

Increase. 

Assets, 

Plant  as  of  June  30,  1916 

AcQuisitions 

$8,319.10 
657.02 
438.56 
635.79 
677.80 
400.00 

477.35 

$8,319.10 

494.77 
610.34 
482.26 
400.00 

$657.02 

Cash  

D       56.21 

Accounts  receivable   

125.45 

Material  and  suDDlies   

195.54 

Special  cash  deposit 

Due   from    Central    Maine   Power 
Company  

477.35 

$11,605.62 

$10,206.47 

$1,399.15 

Liabilities, 
Common  stock  

$7,220.00 

""9.83 
4,376.79 

$7,220.00 

SOl.'^d 

75.00 

2»649.62 

Accounts  pavable  

D  $361.95 

Accrued  tcuces 

D       65.17 

Surplus 

1,826.27 

$11,605  62 

$10,206.47 

$1,399.16 

The  petitioner  asks  to  issue  stock  at  par  against: 

Plant  increase $657.02 

Accounts  i^ceivable,  etc  142.98 


/ 


$800.00 


It  proposes  to  devote  the  proceeds  to  the  payment  to  the  Cen- 
tral Maine  Power  Company  of  $800  on  account  of  accrued  sur- 
plus, which  would  be  in  effect  a  dividend. 

When  this  property  was  taken  over  there  were  current  assets 
available  for  use  as  working  capital  amounting  to  $1,887.37. 
There  has  been  some  increase,  exclusive  of  the  item  due  from 
the  Central  Maine  Power  Company.  There  appears  also  to 
have  been  an  increase  in  surplus.  No  report  has  been  filed  to 
show  whether  any  dividends  have  been  paid,  but  the  increase  in 
surplus  in  sixteen  months  is  more  than  25  per  cent  of  the  capital 
stock  outstanding ;  or  enough  to  pay  10  per  cent  a  year  and  pro- 
vide for  the  entire  increase  in  personal  assets,  including  the 
advance  to  the  Central  Maine  Power  Company. 

[3]  Nothing  in  the  case  shows  that  additional  permanent 
capitalization  is  necessary  to  provide  working  capital,  and  the 
law  does  not  contemplate  the  issue  of  securities  solely  to  provide 
funds  with  which  to  pay  dividends.  Six  hundred  dollars  may 
be  capitalized  against  increase  in  plant,  and  the  proceeds  will 
be  available  for  any  corporate  purposes. 

It  is 
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ORDERED,  ADJUDGED,  AND  DECREED 

1.  That  the  sum  of  the  capital  to  be  secured  by  the  issue  of 
the  stock  hereinafter  authorized  is  required  in  good  faith  for 
purposes  enumerated  in  §  37,  chapter  55,  Eevised  Statutes; 

2.  That  said  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company  be, 
and  it  hereby  is,  authorized  to  issue  40  shares  of  its  conmion 
capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of  $10  per  share,  at  150  p^r  cent 
of  their  par  value,  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for  cost  of  acquisi- 
tions, additions,  betterments,  and  improvements,  and  all  other 
capital  expenditures  to  October  81,   1917; 

3.  That  said  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company  re- 
port to  this  Commission  in  detail,  supported  by  the  oath  of  one 
of  its  principal  officers,  its  doings  hereunder  within  sixty  days 
from  this  date. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, at  Augusta,  this  22d  day  of  January,  a.  d.  1918. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Maine,  Benj.  P.  Cleaves,  Wm. 
£.  Skelton,  and  John  E.  Bunker. 

Note. — ^The  points  decided  by  the  Maine  Commission  in  the  cases 
designated  as  U.  Nos.  244  to  249  inclusive,  and  U.  No.  252,  men- 
tioned in  Be  Central  Maine  Power  Go.  U-242,  ante,  792,  and  in 
Ee  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  U-243,  ante,  804,  all  deal- 
ing with  the  plan  of  consolidation  of  the  Central  Maine  Power 
Company,  are  set  out  below.  In  considering  these  decisions  it  should 
be  borne  in  mind  that  all  of  the  petitions  were  similar  to  that  in 
Be  Wiscasset  Electbio  Light  &  P.  Co.,  and  that  the  general  state- 
ment therein  is  applicable  to  each. 

In  Be  Penobscot  Bay  Electric  Co.  U-244,  Jan.  22,  1918,  an  order 
was  made  authorizing  the  issuance  of  600  shares  of  its  capital  stock  ' 
of  the  par  value  of  $100  per  share,  at  133^  per  cent  of  their  par 
value,  the  proceeds  thereof  to  be  applied  on  an  open  account  due 
the  Central  Maine  Power  Company. 

In  case  Nos.  U-245,  U-246,  and  U-249,'Jan.  22,  1918,  orders 
were  entered  authorizing  the  respective  petitioners  to  issue  capital 
fitock  to  reimburse  their  treasuries  for  costs  of  acquisitions,  addi- 
tions, betterments,  and  improvements,  and  all  other  capital  ex- 
penditures to  October  31,  1917,  as  follows: 

Bath  &  Brunswick  light  &  P.  Co.  lT-245,  547  shares  of  the  value 
of  $100  per  share,  at  par. 

Waldoboro  Water  &  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  U-246,  $2,300  pax 
value  of  stock  to  be  sold  at  par. 
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Hartland  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  11-248,  40  shares  of  the  par 
value  of  $50  per  share,  at  par. 

Newport  Light  &  P.  Co.  IT-249,  650  shares  of  the  par  value  of 
$10  per  share,  at  $9.20. 

In  Ee  Hartland  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  TJ-248,  supra,  the  Com- 
mission held  that  a  sum  equal  to  the  operating  revenue  for  three 
months  was  a  liberal  allowance  for  working  capital  for  an  electric 
utility  leaving  a  total  operating  revenue  of  $4,212  for  the  preceding 
year  and  whose  revenues  are  collectable  monthly. 

In  case  No.  TJ-247,  .Re  Union  Light  &  P.  Co.  Jan.  22,  1918, 
authority  to  issue  stock  to  reimburse  the  treasury  for  capital  pur- 
poses was  denied,  as  it  appeared  that  the  sum  $103  was  too  trifling 
to  justify  an  additional  issue  under  the  circumstances.  In  this  case 
the  Commission  also  held  that  if  net  earnings  of  a  utility  carried 
to  surplus  have  been  used  for  construction  purposes  instead  of  for 
dividends,  the  result  is  the  same  as  though  cash  from  any  other 
source  had  been  contributed  and  used  in  construction^  and  tiie  sum 
so  expended  should  be  considered  as  a  capital  charge. 

In  the  last  case  of  the  series  17-252^  Be  Central  Maine  Power  Co. 
Jan.  22,  1918,  the  petitioner  was  authorized  to  purchase  of  the 
Robinson  Land  Company,  a  holding  company,  100  shares  of  the 
capital  stock,  of  an  aggregate  value  of  $5,000,  of  the  Hartland  Elec- 
tric Light  &  Power  Company,  and  722  shares  of  capital  stock  of 
the  Wiscasset  Electric  Light  &  Power  Company  of  the  aggregate 
par  value  of  $7,220,  in  consideration  of  which  the  Central  Maine 
Power  Company  will  release  the  Robinson  Land  Company  from  all 
liability  for  obligations  now  held  against  it  for  funds  heretofore 
advanced  to  it  by  petitioner  to  purchase  the  above-described  stock. 
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RE  NEW  YORK,  NEW  HAVEN,  &  HARTFORD  RAILROAD 

COMPANY. 

[P.  S.  C.  1965.] 

Security  issues  »  Funding  floating  indebtedness, 

1.  The  interests  of  both  the  public  and  the  utility  reqnire  that  a 
large  floating  indebtedness  represented  by  one-year  notes  should  be 
permanently  funded  either  by  an  issue  of  stock  or  of  bonds,  where  it  ap- 
pears that  extensive  improvements  are  urgently  needed  and  that  funds 
for  such  improvements  are  difficult  to  secure  owing  to  the  constant  dan- 
ger of  inability  of  effecting  a  renewal  of  the  notesi  and  that  a  receiver- 
ship may  result. 
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SeeurUy  issues  —  Ftmding  floating  indebtedness  —  Preferred  stock 
rather  than  bonds  or  conhni€ni  stock. 

2.  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public  interest  to  use  stock  to  fund 
a  large  floating  indebtedness,  rather  than  bonds,  so  that  the  company 
may  be  in  a  position  to  issue  either  bonds  or  stock  in  the  future  for 
needed  improvements,  and  to  use  preferred  stock,  rather  than  common 
stock,  where  the  latter  cannot  be  issued  at  par. 

Security  issues  —  Preferred  sto€^  —  Cumulative  dividends  of  7  per 
cent. 

3.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Service  Commission  approved  an  issue 
of  preferred  stock  carrying  cumulative  dividends  of  7  per  cent  per 
^nmiTn  for  the  purpose  of  funding  floating  indebtedness,  in  view  of  the 
existing  general  conditions  and  the  financial  circumstances  of  the  com- 
pany, it  appearing  that  such  issue  was  approved  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority  of  the  common  stockholders. 

Security  issues  —  Mailroads  —  Congressional  legislation  —  Pederal 
control. 

4.  In  view  of  the  Federal  control  and  operation  of  the  railroads, 
railroad  companies,  before  issuing  securities,  should  consider  the  possi- 
bility of  financing  upon  better  terms  under  the  provisions  of  proposed 
Congressional  legislation  than  might  otherwise  be  secured  at  the  pres- 
ent time. 

Security  issues  —  Preferred  stock  —  Voting  rights  of  holders. 

5.  Although  a  restriction  upon  the  right  of  the  holders  of  preferred 
stock  to  vote  upon  its  redemption  and  retirement  is  reasonable,  the 
issuance  of  preferred  stock  under  a  plan  which  places  no  restriction 
upon  the  right  of  the  holders  to  vote,  and  which  leaves  the  question  of 
the  retirement  of  such  stock  to  the  discretion  of  the  directors,  is  a  mat- 
ter which  chiefly  concerns  the  common  stockholders,  and  where  the 
plan  has  received  the  approval  of  a  very  large  majority  of  the  common 
stockholders  there  is  no  public  interest  involved  which  would  warrant 
the  Commission  in  requiring  an  amendment  in  this  respect. 

Security  issues  —  Preferred  stock  »  Redemption  conditions. 

6.  A  plan  for  the  issuance  of  7  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock 
which  provides  for  the  redemption  of  the  stock  upon  payment  of  $110 
per  share  and  all  secured  and  unpaid  dividends  was  approved  with  the 
proviso  that  any  cash  proceeds  from  the  sale  or  conversion  of  assets, 
used  in  calling  or  purchasing  such  stock,  shall  be  applicable  only  to  the 
extent  of  $100  for  each  share  so  retired,  and  any  new  stock  or  other 
securities  issued  for  such  purpose  shall  not  exceed  in  par  value  the 
stock  so  retired;  any  amount  in  excess  necessary  for  such  retirement 
to  be  provided  in  either  case  by  the  company  from  earnings  or  the  sur- 
plus account. 

[February  9,  1918.J 

Petition  of  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Rail- 
road Company  for  approval  of  an  issue  of  450,000  shares  of 
preferred  stock;  order  authorizing  issue  of  442,200  shares  of 

preferred  stock. 
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By  the  Commission:  This  is  a  petition  of  the  New  York, 
New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  for  approval  of  an 
issue,  at  par,  of  preferred  stock  having  a  total  par  value  of 
$4:5,000,000,  the  proceeds  to  be  used  to  pay  floating  indebted- 
ness covered  by  the  promissory  notes  of  the  company,  secured 
by  the  deposit  of  collateral  and  maturing  April  15,  1018.  The 
petition  contains  the  following  statement:  "Most  of  said  in- 
debtedness is  included  in  the  obligations  which  your  petitioner 
is  authorized  to  fund  or  refund  by  the  issue  of  stock  or  of  other 
securities,  by  virtue  of  the  provisions  of  Special  Acts  of  Massa- 
chusetts of  1915,  chapter  383,  §  1,  or  of  the  Special  Acts  of 
Massachusetts  of  1917,  chapter  309,  §  2.  The  remainder  of 
said  indebtedness  was  incurred  for  money  which  has  been  ex- 
pended upon  the  property  of  your  petitioner  for  purposes  for 
which  it  may  lawfully  issue  stock  or  other  obligations,  as  is 
shown  more  in  detail  in  schedule  presented  herewith." 

Section  1  of  chapter  383  of  the  Special  Acts  of  1915  author- 
ized the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Kailroad  Com- 
pany "to  issue  shares  of  capital  stock,  bonds,  notes,  or  other 
evidences  of  indebtedness,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  all  gen- 
eral laws  relative  to  such  issues,  for  the  purpose  of  funding  or 
refunding  any  or  all  bonds,  notes,  and  other  evidences  of  in- 
debtedness issued  under  the  authority  of  any  state  in  which  said 
company  is  incorporated  and  which  were  outstanding  on  May 
15th,  1915,  and  of  which  said  company  is  the  maker  or  which 
it  has  assumed  in  the  same  manner  as  if  such  indebtedness  had 
been  properly  incurred  for  purposes  lawful  under  the  statutes 
of  this  commonwealth.''  This  statute  \^as  passed  after  this 
Commission  had  reported  to  the  general  court  that  it  would 
probably  be  found,  upon  a  thorough  investigation  of  the  capital 
receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  company  since  the  date  of  the 
validation  of  its  capitalization  by  Massachusetts  in  1910,  "that 
all  or  some  portion  of  the  capital  stock  now  outstanding  has 
been  issued  and  all  or  some  part  of  the  floating  debt  has  been 
incurred,  not  only  without  technical  authority  from  this  com- 
monwealth, but  for  purposes  inconsistent  with  our  fundamental 
railroad  policy,''  and  after  the  Commission  had  made  the  fol- 
lowing recommendation :  ".  .  .  In  our  opinion,  however,  a 
long  and  tedious  attempt  to  apply  the  strict  policy  of  the  capi- 
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talization  laws  of  Massachusetts  to  this  incongruous  situation 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose.  We  believe  the  simplest  and 
quickest  adjustment  of  the  situation  is  the  best,  and  we  there- 
fore recommend  that  the  general  court  validate  the  stock  of  the 
"Sew  York,  N*ew  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  out- 
standing on  June  30,  1914,  and  that  it  likewise  authorize  the 
funding  of  all  the  floating  debt  outstanding  on  that  date  law- 
fully incurred  under  the  laws  of  any  state  in  which  the  com- 
pany is  incorporated,  provided  it  is  made  clear  that  neither  this 
action  nor  any  approval  of  securities  by  this  Commission  based 
upon  it  carries  with  it  any  determination,  express  or  implied, 
that  the  investment  represented  by  such  debt  was  honestly  and 
prudently  made  in  accordance  with  the  railroad  laws  of  Mas- 
sachusetts." 

In  accordance  with  this  recommendation,  §  1  of  chapter  383 
of  the  Special  Acts  of  1915  contained  the  following  safeguard- 
ing provision:  ".  •  .  Nothing  herein  shall  be  construed  as 
in  any  way  estopping  the  commonwealth  from  determining 
whether  and  to  what  extent  the  capital  expenditures  made  or 
obligations,  direct  or  indirect,  incurred  by  said  company  have 
been  properly  made  and  incurred  for  lawful  purposes,  in  so  far 
as  such  determination  may  be  necessary  or  proper  in  fixing  the 
basis  for  the  Just  and  reasonable  rates,  fares  and  charges  of  said 
company,  or  may  be  pertinent  in  any  other  proceeding,  or  as 
affecting  the  legal  status  of  any  investments  by  said  company 
in  the  stock,  shares,  bonds,  notes  or  other  evidences  of  indebted- 
ness of  any  other  corporation,  association  or  person." 

The  floating  indebtedness  of  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  & 
Hartford  Railroad  Company  so  validated  amounted  on  May  16, 
1915,  to  $30,314,000. 

By  §  2  of  chapter  309  of  the  Special  Acts  of  1917  the  New 
York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  Company  was '  also 
authorized,  upon  certain  conditions,  to  take  over  the  assets  and 
assume  the  liabilities,  other  than  stock  and  notes  in  its  own 
treasury,  of  the  New  England  Navigation  Company,  and  there- 
upon to  cause  this  company  to  be  dissolved  and  its  capital  stock 
and  the  aforesaid  notes  to  be  canceled.  Steps  to  this  effect  have 
been  taken.  The  formal  dissolution  of  the  company  has  not  yet 
been  accomplished,  but  assets  have  been  taken  over  and  assumeci 

P.U.R.1918C. 


814  MASSACHUSEITS  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION.     ^ 

in  accordance  with  the  terms  of  the  statute.  In  the  course  of 
this  transaction  the  railroad  company,  in  effect,  assumed  and 
paid  off  floating  indebtedness  of  the  New  England  Navigation 
Company  amounting  to  $18,338,000. 

The  total  of  the  floating  indebtedness  validated  in  1915,  and 
lawfully  assumed  in  1917,  in  connection  with  the  New  England 
Navigation  Company  dissolution  was,  therefore,  $48,652,000. 
Upon  the  date  of  the  petition,  however,  the  notes  and  bills  pay- 
able of  the  company  outstanding  in  .the  hands  of  the  public 
amounted  to  $44,220,000.  Since  1915,  notes  have  been  paid 
off  or  renewed  from  time  to  time,  and  the  amount  now  out- 
standing in  effect  represents  the  balance  of  the  debt  validated 
or  lawfully  assumed  which  has  not  been  paid  off,  plus  addi- 
tional debt  incurred  for  additions  and  improvements  to  the 
property  of  the  company.  It  is  the  company's  claim  that  the 
old  debt,  which  has  not  been  paid  and  the  cost  of  the  additions 
and  improvements  made  since  1915,  amount,  all  told,  to  more 
than  {he  $45,000,000,  which  it  now  seeks  to  capitalize  through 
an  issue  of  preferred  stock. 

It  is  the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  determine  the  amount  of 
capital  "reasonably  necessary"  for  lawful  purposes, — in  this 
case,  the  extent  to  which  the  floating  indebtedness  may  lawfully 
and  properly  be  funded  by  the  issues  of  permanent  securities. 
To  do  this  it  is  necessary  to  classify  the  outstanding  notes.  So 
far  as  they  may  be  regarded  as  representing  debt  validated  in 
191^  or  assumed,  as  aforesaid,  in  1917,  there  is  no  need  of 
further,  investigation,  for  their  status  has  been  determined  by 
statute.  So  far,  however,  as  they  are  to  be  regarded  as  repre- 
senting additions  and  improvements,  the  usual  investigation  is 
necessary  of  the  character  and  cost  of  the  work  done  and  prop- 
erty acquired. 

Since  May  15,  1915,  the  company  has  issued  no  stock  or 
bonds,  and  has,  therefore,  had  no  funds  available  from  this 
source  for  the  payment  of  floating  debt.  It  has,  however,  de- 
rived funds  which  could  be  so  used  from  the  conversion  of  assets 
— principally  securities  of  other  companies — into  cash.  Inves- 
tigation shows  that  the  amount  which  has  been  obtained  in  this 
way,  after  deducting  necessary  advances  to  subsidiary  compa- 
nies, has  been  $6,562,795.26.    In  this  amount  no  receipts  hava 
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been  included^  such  as  receipts  from  the  sale  of  scrap  or  cer- 
tain real  estate^  which  have  been  entered  on  the  books  as  credits 
to  the  road  and  equipment  account.  Under  §  5  of  chapter  383 
of  the  Special  Acts  of  1915  the  company  is  prohibited  from 
expending  such  proceeds  "except  for  purposes  for  which  a  rail- 
road corporation  may  lawfully  issue  stock,  bonds,  notes,  or  other 
evidences  of  indebtedness  payable  at  periods  of  more  than  twelve 
months  after  the  date  thereof,  and  only  to  such  an  extent'^  as 
this  Commission  may  approve,  unless  they  are  used  to  liqui- 
date the  indebtedness  validated  by  the  act,  or  for  purposes  for 
which  a  railroad  corporation,  under  the  general  statutes,  may 
issue  stock  or  securities  without  the  approval  of  the  Commis- 
sion. No  approval  of  expenditures  has  been  sought  under  this 
section,  and  the  company  has>  from  time  to  time,  reported  that 
the  cash  received  in  this  way  has  been  used  for  the  payment  of 
indebtedness. 

Deducting  the  funded  debt  which  has  been  retired  during  the 
period  in  question,  the  net  amount  available  for  the  payment 
of  floating  indebtedness  has  been  $6,532,795.26.  Applying  this 
amount  to  the  total  indebtedness  of  this  character  validated  in 
1915  and  assumed  in  1917,  the  balance  remaining  is  $42,119,- 
204.74.  The  conclusion  thus  reached  is  that  $42,119,204.74 
•of  the  $44,220,000  of  notes  now  outstanding  represents  debt 
validated  in  1915  or  assumed  in  1917,  and  that  the  remainder, 
$2,100,796.26,  represents  expenditures  on  the  property. 

The  company  filed  with  its  petition  a  schediQe  showing  in 
detail  additions  and  betterments  to  road  and  equipment  in  the 
period  from  June  1,  1915,  to  April  30,  1917.  The  total  expen- 
Kiitures  so  shown  amount  to  $7,266,118.87,  and  the  credits  for 
property  abandoned,  real  estate  sold  and  equipment  retired  to 
$1,823,710.26,  making  the  net  amount  $5,442,408.61.  The  en- 
gineering and  accounting  departments  of  the  Commission  have 
<;hecked  expenditures  amounting  to  $4,136,184  out  of  the  total 
of  $7,266,118.87,  and  also  the  entire  amount  of  credits,  exam- 
ining vouchers,  contracts,  unit  costs  and  the  property  itself,  and 
liave  approved  $2,312,474  as  the  net  amount  of  expenditures  so 
•checked  representing  additions  and  improvements  which  may 
properly  be  capitalized.  This  corresponds  very  closely  with  the 
company's  figures.     The  checking  of  the  remaining  expendi- 
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tures,  which  were  made  up  of  many  small  items,  would  have 
taken  so  much  additional  time  that  it  was  not  attempted;  but 
the  accountants  and  engineers  are  satisfied/ from  their  inspec- 
tion of  the  records  and  property,  that  the  accounts  have  been 
well  kept  and  the  work  carefully  and  economically  done,  and 
that  'the  additional  amount  claimed  by  the  company  is  in  all 
probability  correct  The  amount  actually  checked,  however,  ex- 
ceeds the  amount  of  the  debt  which,  as  already  shown,  may  be 
taken  as  representing  additions  and  betterments  to  the  property. 
Many  of  these  additions  and  betterments  are  located  outside  of 
the  commonwealth,  and  the  company  might  have  issued  securi- 
ties to  cover  their  cost  without  obtaining  the  approval  of  this 
Commission.  As  the  petition,  however,  attempted  no  division 
on  geographical  lines,  and  our  approval  has  been  sought  for  the 
entire  issue,  the  Commission  deemed  it  advisable  to  authorize 
the  investigation  which  the  accounting  and  engineering  depart- 
ments have  made. 

The  Commission  therefore  finds  that  the  outstanding  floating 
indebtedness,  amounting  to  $44,220,000,  may  lawfully  and  prop- 
erly be  capitalized  by  the  issue  of  permanent  securities.  The 
additions  and  improvements  which  have  been  made  are  sufficient 
in  amount,  indeed,  to  support  an  issue  of  the  full  par  value  of 
$45,000,000  sought  by  the  petitioner.  This,  however,  for  rea- 
sons which  are  given  below,  cannot  be  allowed. 

It  remains  to  determine  whether  securities  of  the  character 
desired  and  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  specified  may 
properly  be  approved.  The  petition  is  brought  under  the  pro- 
visions of  chapter  366  of  the  Special  Acts  of  1917  which  reads 
as  follows: 

Section  1.  The  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad 
Company  is  hereby  authorixed,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  its 
floating  indebtedness,  to  issue,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Public  Service  Commission  and  to  the  provisions  of  chapter 
299  of  the  General  Acts  of  the  year  1915,  shares  of  preferred 
stock,  not  exceeding  450,000  in  number,  of  the  par  value  of 
$100  each,  upon  which  the  company  may  pay  dividends,  from 
its  net  income,  not  exceeding  7  per  cent  per  annimi. 

Section  2.  Said  preferred  stock  may  be  issued  under  such 
provisions  for  future  retirement  or  exchange  for  common  stock 
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as  may  be  authorized  by  a  vote  of  stockholders,  holding  not  less 
than  two  thirds  of  the  stock  of  the  said  company,  and  approved 
by  the  Public  Service  Comimission. 

Section  3.    This  act  shall  take  effect  upon  its  passage. 

The  general  statute  relative  to  the  creation  and  issue  of  pre- 
ferred stock  by  railroad  corporations  is  chapter  299  of  the  Gen- 
eral Acts  of  1915. 

The  issue  of  preferred  stock  for  which  approval  is  sought  was 
authorized  at  a  meeting  of  the  stockholders  of  the  company  on 
October  24,  1917,  by  a  vote  of  more  than  two  thirds  in  interest. 
There  are  outstanding  1,571,179  shares,  and  1,202,332  shares 
voted  for  the  issue  and  6,565  against.  The  vote  adopted  was 
as  follows : 

"Voted,  That,  for  the  purpose  of  paying  its  floating  indebted- 
ness, this  company  issue  450,000  shares  of  preferred  stock  of 
the  par  value  of  one  hundred  dollars  ($100)  each,  the  holders 
of  which  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  out  of  the  annual  net  in- 
come of  the  company  or  surplus  accruing  therefrom  dividends 
of  7  per  centum  per  annum,  payable  semiannually,  and  if  the 
net  income  of  any  year,  together  with  such  surplus,  shall  not 
be  suiScient  to  pay  said  dividends,  the  same  shall  be  cumulative 
and  shall  be  paid  out  of  the  net  income  of  any  subsequent  year, 
and  any  such  surplus  when  available,  without  interest,  and  such 
preferred  stock  dividends  shall  be  declared  and  set  apart  or  paid 
in  preference  to  and  before  any  dividends  are  'set  apart  or  paid 
upon  the  common  stock.  In  case  of  liquidation  or  dissolution 
of  the  company  the  preferred  stock,  together  with  all  accumu- 
lated and  unpaid  dividends  thereon,  shall  be  paid  in  full  out  of 
the  net  assets  available  for  distribution  to  stockholders  at  par 
before  any  payment  is  made  to  the  holders  of  common  stock. 
The  holders  of  the  preferred  stock  shall  in  all  matters  be  enti- 
tled to  one  vote  for  each  share  of  preferred  stock  owned  by  them. 
The  said  shares  of  preferred  stock  shall  be  first  offered  for  sub- 
scription at  such  price  as  the  directors  shall  fix,  not  less  than 
par,  proportionately  to  the  holders  of  this  company's  common 
stock  and  their  assigns  and  to  the  holders  of  this  company's  6 
per  cent.  Convertible  debentures  due  January  16,  1948,  conver- 
tible into  stock  between  January  15,  1923,  and  January  15, 
1948,  then  outstanding,  and  their  assigns,  upon  the  basis  pro- 
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vided  in  said  debentures,  to  wit,  that  each  one  hundred  dollars 
($100)  of  the  principal  amount  of  said  debentures  shall  be  con- 
sidered the  equivalent  of  one  share  of  common  stock.  Said 
shares  of  preferred  stock,  or  any  part  thereof,  shall  be  subject 
to  call  for  redemption  and  retirement  on  any  dividend  date  upon 
not  less  than  thirty  days'  prior  written  notice  given  by  mail  to 
each  preferred  stockholder,  and  upon  payment  of  $110  per  share 
and  all  accrued  and  unpaid  dividends.  If  less  than  all  the  shares 
of  preferred  stock  are  called  for  redemption  and  retirement, 
such  proportion  thereof  held  by  each  preferred  stockholder  shall 
be  redeemed  as  the  total  amount  of  said  stock  called  shall  bear 
to  the  total  amount  of  preferred  stock  then  outstanding,  but  in 
determining  such  proportion  all  fractional  shares  shall  be  dis- 
regarded and  the  amount  of  each  stockholder's  preferred  stock 
so  to  be  redeemed  shall  be  the  number  of  whole  shares  to  which 
his  proportion  entitles  him.  At  least  three  fourths  of  the  cash 
proceeds  received  by  this  company  from  any  sale  of  securities 
pursuant  to  the  decree  of  the  United  States  court  entered  Oc- 
tober 17,  1914,  in  the  dissolution  suit,  as  the  same  is  now  or 
may  hereafter  be  modified,  shall  be  applied  to  the  retirement 
of  said  shares  in  amounts  of  not  less  than  10,000  shares,  either 
by  call  for  redemption  as  aforesaid,  or  by  purchase  from  the 
lowest  bidder  or  bidders  upon  not  less  than  thirty  days'  prior 
written  offer  to  purchase,  given  by  mail  to  each  of  the  said 
preferred  stockholders.  The  directors  of  the  company  are  here- 
by authorized  and  directed  for  and  in  behalf  of  the  company 
to  perform  all  acts  and  take  all  steps  in  their  judgment  neces- 
sary  or  proper  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  vote,  and  they 
are  hereby  vested  with  full  power  and  right  to  determine  the 
time,  manner,  and  conditions  of  the  issue,  sale,  and  retir^nent 
of  said  preferred  stock." 

At  the  hearing  before  the  Commission  on  November  80,  1917, 
only  one  person  appeared  in  opposition. 

[1]  The  present  floating  indebtedness  of  the  company  is  rep- 
resented by  one-year  notes,  and  these  are,  without  question,  a 
source  of  expense  and  financial  danger.  Every  year  the  neces- 
sity for  renewing  them  arises,  so  that  periodically  the  road  is 
practically  at  the  mercy  of  the  bankers.  Interest  and  discount 
•charges  are  high,  and  there  is  always  the  fear  that  it  may  not 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  NEW  YORK,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  CO.  819 

be  possible  to  effeet  a  renewal,  and  that  a  receivership  may  re- 
sult Extensive  improvements  of  the  property  of  the  company 
are  urgently  needed,  both  in  the  public  interest  and  in  its  own 
inti3rest,  in  order  that  it  may  operate  with  greater  efficiency  and 
economy,  but  funds  for  such  improvements  can  with  difficulty 
be  secured  so  long  as  the  danger  and  threat  of  this  floating  in- 
debtedness remain.  It  is  clearly  in  the  public  interest  that*it 
should  be  permanently  funded,  either  by  an  issue  of  bonds  or 
by  an  issue  of  stock. 

[2]  Under  the  Statute  of  1917  the  Commission  is  given  broad 
authority,  and  doubtless  it  could  refuse  to  approve  the  issue  of 
preferred  stock  desired  if  it  believed  that  the  floating  indebted- 
ness could  be  funded  to  better  public  advantage  by  an  issue  of 
some  other  class  of  securities,  such  as,  for  example,  mortgage 
bonds.  At  the  present  time,  however,  the  outstanding  stock  of 
the  company,  all  of  which  is  common  stock,  amounts  to  $157,- 
117,900,  while  the  funded  debt,  apart  from  the  $44,200,000 
of  floating  indebtedness,  amounts  to  $216,993,791.  The  com- 
pany has  placed  its  guaranty  on  securities  of  other  companies 
having  a  total  par  value  of  $81,561,900,  and  in  the  case  of  $37,- 
587,900  of  this  amount  the  contingent  liability  is  an  actual  lia- 
bility. In  addition,  it  has  fixed  charges  in  the  shape  of  rentals 
of  leased  lines  with  an  aggregate  capitalization  outstanding  in 
the  hands  of  the  public  (eliminating  securities  held  by  the  New 
Haven  company)  of  $40,429,500.  It  is  evident  that  the  fixed 
charges  of  the  company  are  already  very  large  in  comparison 
with  the  equity  of  its  stockholders.  A  similar  situation  has  been 
one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the  troubles  of  the  Boston  &  Maine 
Bailroad,  and  is  the  principal  reason  advanced  for  its  contem- 
plated reorganization. 

If  bonds  should  now  be  used  to  fund  the  floating  debt  it  would 
practically  be  necessary  for  the  company  to  issue  stock  in  secur- 
ing capital  for  needed  improvements.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
8tock  is  now  issued  the  opportunity  will  be  open  to  issue  either 
stock  or  bonds  in  the  future,  as  the  need  develops.  Upon  con- 
sideration, it  seems  to  the  Commission  that  it  is  clearly  desirable 
and  in  the  public  interest  to  use  stock  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
the  debt,  rather  than  any  other  form  of  security.     Since  com- 
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mon  stock  cannot  be  issued  at  par,  it  also  follows  that  it  is  de- 
sirable to  issue  preferred  stock 

[3]  If  preferred  stock  is  to  be  issued,  however^  the  Com- 
mission under  the  provisions  of  chapter  299  of  the  General  Acts 
of  1915  must  approve  the  preferences  and  rights  and  the  re- 
strictions and  limitations  fixed  bj  the  vote  of  the  stockholders. 
Ifi  this  connection,  the  matters  which  seem  to  the  Commission 
to  call  for  ecnnment  and  consideration  are  as  follows : 

(1)  The  right  of  the  holders  to  receive  cumulaiive  dividends 
of  7  per  cent  per  amnum, — Ccxnpared  with  the  cost  of  capital  in 
the  past  to  this  company  and  other  public  service  corporati<His 
in  New  England,  this  7  per  oent  dividend  on  stock  issued  at  pax 
is  exceedingly  high.  Under  existing  general  conditions  and  in 
view  of  the  financial  circumstances  of  the  company,  however, 
there  seems  little  prospect  that  the  stock  could  be  marketed  upon 
better  terms.  The  7  per  cent  rate  has  been  approved  by  a 
very  large  majority  of  the  common  stockholders,  who  have  a 
more  direct  interest  in  this  matter  than  anyone  else,  and  there 
is  no  evidence  which  would  justify  the  Commission  in  refusing 
to  indorse  their  decision. 

[4]  The  management,  however,  should  bear  in  mind  that  the 
recent  action  of  the  President  in  taking  possession  of  the  rail- 
roads of  the  country  under  the  war  power  has  introduced  a  new 
factor  into  the  situation.  The  bill  (§  3632)  now  before  Con- 
gress "to  provide  for  the  operation  of  transportation  systems 
while  under  Federal  control,  for  the  just  compensation  of  their 
owners,  and  for  other  purposes"  provided  in  §  7,  "that  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  funds  requisite  for  maturing  obligations 
or  for  other  legal  and  proper  expenditures,  or  for  reorganizing 
railroads  in  receivership,  carriers  may,  during  the  period  of 
Federal  control,  issue  such  bonds,  notes,  equipment  trust  cer- 
tificates, stock  and  other  forms  of  securities,  secured  or  unse- 
cured by  mortgage,  as  the  President  may  approve  as  consistent 
with  the  public  interest."  It  is  further  provided  that  the  *Tres- 
ident  may  purchase  for  the  United  States  all  or  any  part  of 
such  securities  at  prices  not  exceeding  par."  While  the  com- 
pany probably  cannot  independently  market  an  issue  of  pre- 
ferred stock  at  the  present  time  if  the  dividend  rate  is  less  than 
7  per  cent,  it  can  do  so  if  the  government  were  the  purchaser 
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OT  gave  its  support  to  the  itsne  in  any  other  way,  and  ihe  lower 
rate  would  be  of  advantage  to  all  concerned. 

Before  issuing  new  stock  in  the  manner  contemplated,  in  the 
pending  petition,  therefore,  the  management  would  do  well  to 
canvass  the  situation  thoroughly  and  give  careful  consideration 
to  the  possibility  of  financing  upon  better  terms  under  the  pro- 
visions of  su(di  legislation  as  Congress  may  enact. 

[5]  (2)  The  right  of  holders  m  all  moMers  to  one  vote  for 
sach  shao'e  of  preferred  stock  owned. — ^It  has  been  urged  that 
this  voting  power  may  tend  to  remove  the  company  from  the 
•control  of  its  present  stockholders  by  concentrating  power  in  the 
hands  of  large  financial  interests.  In  other  words,  the  claim  is 
that  many  of  the  smaller  stockholders  will  be  unable,  under  pres- 
ent conditions,  to  subscribe  for  their  proportionate  part  of  the 
preferred  stock,  and  that  the  new  shares  will  be  taken,  so  far 
as  they  are  taken  at  all,  by  the  larger  stockholders  like  the  Penn- 
sylvania Railroad  Company.  Whether  or  not  this  will  happen 
is  a  matter  of  speculation,  but  even  if  it  should  prove  to  be  the 
ease  it  is  doubtful  whether  the  situation  would  be  changed  ma- 
terially.^ The  smaller  stockholders  of  the  company  have  never, 
it  seems,  exercised  any  large  measure  of  control  over  its  man- 
agement, although  for  many  years  ihey  have  held  a  majority  of 
the  shares,  and  in  any  event  the  issue  of  preferred  stock  pro- 
posed amounts  to  but  28  per  cent  of  the  outstanding  common 
stock.  So  long  as  control  by  the  Federal  government  continues, 
the  question  is,  of  course,  academic. 

Chapter  299  of  the  General  Acts  of  1915  provides  spefeifically 
(in  §  3)  that  any  preferred  stock  issued  thereunder  shall  have 
the  same  voting  power  as  the  common  stock,  ^^ezcept  that  in 
any  case  there  may  be  such  limitations''  as  the  Commission  may 
approve.  The  general  policy  of  the  law  clearly  favors  the  grant 
of  voting  power,  and  while  the  Commission  can  refuse  to  ap- 
prove limitations  which  the  common  stockholders  may  seek  to 
impose,  it  is  at  least  doubtful  whether  it  would  have  authority 
to  require  limitations  where  none  are  sought.  Perhaps  this  au- 
thority might  be  exercised  indirectly  under  the  provisions  of 
chapter  866  of  the  Special  Acts  of  1917  by  refusing  to  approve 
the  entire  issue,  but  it  is  unnecessary  to  decide  this  question; 

for,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Commission,  there  is  no  sufficient  rea- 
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son  for  such  exercise,  even  if  it  be  assumed  tiiat  the  authcnrily 
exists.  A  restriction  of  the  right  of  the  holders  of  the  preferred 
stock  to  vote  upon  its  redemption  and  retirement  would  have 
been  reasonable  and  proper,  but  under  the  plan  adopted  such 
retirement  is  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  directors.  This  is  a 
matter,  however,  which  chiefly  concerns  the  common  stockhold- 
ers; and,  since  the  plan  indicated  has  received  the  approval  of 
a  very  large  majority,  there  is  no  public  interest  involved  which 
would  warrant  the  Commission  in  requiring  an  amendment  in 
this  respect. 

[6]  (3)  The  right  to  call  the  shares  of  preferred  stock  for 
redemption  upon  payment  of  $110  per  share  and  all  accrued  and 
unpaid  dividends, — Section  2  of  chapter  866  of  the  Special  Acts 
of  1917  specifically  authorizes  preferred  stock  to  be  issued  "un- 
der such  provisions  for  future  retirement  or  exchange  for  com- 
mon stock"  as  may  be  voted  by  the  stockholders  and  approved  by 
the  Commission.  The  plan  adopted  makes  it  possible  to  call 
all  or  a  part  of  the  stock  at  any  time,  upon  the  terms  above 
indicated,  at  the  will  of  the  directors.  It  further  provides  that 
at  least  three  fourths  of  the  cash  proceeds  received  by  tiie  com- 
pany from  any  sale  of  securities  pursuant  to  the  decree  of  the 
United  States  court  in  the  so-called  ^'dissolution  suit"  shall  be 
applied  to  the  retirement  of  the  preferred  shares,  either  by  call- 
ing for  redemption  upon  the  terms  specified  or  by  purchasing 
from  the  lowest  bidders. 

In  view  of  the  high  dividend  rate  upon  the  proposed  pre- 
ferred tftock,  it  is  obviously  desirable  that  there  should  be  some 
provision  for  its  future  retirement  in  case  financial  conditions 
make  it  possible  at  any  time  to  market  securities  upon  better 
terms,  or  in  case  the  company  receives  cash  from  the  sale  of 
assets  which  could  be  used  for  this  purpose.  It  is  true  that^ 
if  stock  issued  at  par  should  be  called  at  $110  per  share  within 
a  comparatively  short  period  of  time,  the  profit  of  the  holders 
would  be  large,  and  such  action  might  be  inconsistent  with  the 
best  interests  of  the  company.  The  call  price,  however,  merely 
fixes  the  maximum  amount  to  be  paid  by  the  company  in  case 
it  desires  to  retire  the  stock.  If  its  market  value  should  rise 
above  110,  authority  to  retire  it  at  that  figure  might  be  advan- 
tageous to  the  company.     But  if  it  could  be  purchased  from 
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the  holders  upon  bids  at  a  lower  price,  it  is  not  reasonable  to 
assume  that  the  directors  would  disregard  the  company's  inter- 
ests by  calling  the  stock  at  $110  per  share. 

It  is  doubtful,  however,  whether  under  the  provisions  of  §  5 
of  chapter  383  of  the  Special  Acts  of  1915,  the  proceeds  from 
the  sale  of  securities  under  the  court  decree  could  lawfully  be 
used  to  pay  any  premium  upon  the  stock  retired  over  and  above 
the  issue  price.  On  the  other  hand,  the  company  believes  that 
it  might  discourage  investment  in  the  stock  if  it  were  made 
callable  at  a  lower  price  than  $110,  Upon  consideration,  it 
seems  to  the  Commission  that  the  situation  may  be  met  by  pro- 
viding that  any  cash  proceeds  from  the  sale  of  assets  used  in 
the  retirement  of  the  preferred  shares  shall  be  applicable  only 
to  the  extent  of  $100  per  share;  and  that  any  new  securities 
issued  to  effect  such  retirement  shall  not  exceed,  in  par  value, 
the  shares  so  retired,  any  necessary  amount  in  excess  to  be  pro- 
vided in  either  case  by  the  company  from  earnings  or  surplus. 
This  provision  will  meet  the  legal  difficulties  to  the  use  of  capi- 
tal for  the  purpose  of  paying  a  premium  on  stock  retired,  and 
will,  at  the  same  time,  minimize  any  possible  danger  that  the 
stock  might  be  retired  for  purposes  or  upon  terms  inconsistent 
veith  the  best  interests  of  the  company.  Any  preferred  stock 
issued  under  the  provisions  of  chapter  366  of  the  Special  Acts 
of  1917  can  only  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  paying  floating 
indebtedness.  Inasmuch  as  the  total  of  such  indebtedness  now 
outstanding  is  $44,220,000,  the  Commission  cannot  approve  an 
issue  of  preferred  stock  in  excess  of  this  amount  While  the 
issue  of  the  $45,000,000  asked  for  in  the  petition  cannot,  there- 
fore, be  approved,  the  Commission  will  approve  the  issue  of 
$44,220,000  of  preferred  stock  with  the  preferences  and  rights 
and  subject  to  the  restrictions  and  limitations  fixed  by  the  vote 
of  the  stockholders^  modified  as  above  suggested. 
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PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION  OP  THE  STATE  OP 

MISSOURI 

V. 

KANSAS  CITY  RAILWAYS  COMPANY. 

[Case  No.  1417.] 

Service  —  Street  railway  —  War  —  federal  fuel  adnUniBtraUon, 

1.  The  probability  of  a  street  railway  utility  suffering  from  a  ooti 
shortage  is  remote  and  furnishes  no  excuse  for  the  curtailment  of  its 
service,  where,  under  the  war  system  of  government  fuel  administra- 
tion, the  utility  may,  upon  proper  showing,  secure  priority  on  ootl 
shipments. 

Service  »  Street  raitway  —  In  excess  of  the  eapaeUy  of  plant, 

2.  A  street  railway  utility  temporarily  assisting  a  lighting  utility 
was  required  to  operate  on  a  schedule  furnishing  adequate  car  service, 
where  through  co-operation  the  utilities,  by  pushing  their  plants  to  the 
limit,  could  produce  a  sufficient  load,  although  in  excess  of  their  rated 
capacity  and  maximum  instantaneous  load  for  the  preoeding  yetr,  to 
carry  the  additional  cars  required  to  meet  the  schedule. 

Service  »  Electric  —  Providing  repairs  for  plant  toorleing  in  excess 
of  capacity. 

3.  The  demand  on  an  electric  plant  can  be  reduced  when  neoessszy 
for  purpose  of  repair,  by  cutting  off  electric  signs  entirely  and  the 
street  lights  for  an  hour  in  the  early  evening. 

Return  »  Street  railway  —  Cumulative  —  JnadeqwUe  service, 

4.  A  street  railway  utility  which  in  the  past  has  earned  an  arer- 
age  net  return  of  7i  per  cent  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  its 
revenues,  upon  being  required  to  furnish  adequate  servioe,  although  its 
return  for  the  preceding  five  months  was  but  slightly  in  excess  of  4 
per  cent,  where  it  has  not  been  rendering  satisfactory  service  and  its 
franchise  provides  that  in  ev^it  of  the  insufficiency  of  its  earnings  to 
allow  a  return  of  0  per  cent,  the  deficiency  may  be  paid  out  of  ftttnre 
earnings. 

[January  21,  1918.] 

Pbocebdino  of  inquiry  and  investigation  by  the  Cominis- 

sion  on  its  own  motion,  in  relation  to  service  famished  by  the 

Kansas  City  Railway  Company,  at  Kansas  City ;  the  defendant 

was  required  to  operate  the  maximum  number  of  cars  required 

by  the  "July  schedule,"  with  five  cars  additional  on  designated 

lines. 
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By  the  Commission: 

1.  THE  ISSUES. 

This  is  a  proceeding  of  inquiry  and  investigation  instituted 
by  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion  December  26,  1917,  fol- 
lowing receipt  of  an  informal  complaint  on  December  24,  1917, 
signed  by  thirty  citizens  of  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  in  relation 
to  service  rendered  by  the  defendant. 

The  Commission  is  proceeding  in  this  matter  under  §  61  of 
the  Public  Service  Commission  Law,  which  reads  as  follows: 
"If,  in  the  judgment  of  the  Commission,  any  railroad  corpora- 
tion or  street  railroad  corporation  does  not  run  trains  enough 
or  cars  enough  or  possess  or  operate  motive  power  enough,  rea- 
sonably to  accommodate  the  traffic,  passenger  and  freight,  trans- 
ported by  or  offered  for  transportation  to  it,  or  does  not  run  its 
trains  or  cars  with  sufficient  frequency  or  at  reasonable  or  proper 
time  having  regard  to  safety,  or  does  not  run  any  train  or  trains, 
car  or  cars,  upon  a  reasonable  time  schedule  for  the  run,  the 
Commission  shall,  after  a  hearing  either  on  its  own  motion  or 
after  complaint,  have  power  to  make  an  order  directing  any 
such  railroad  corporation  or  street  railroad  corporation  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  its  trains  or  of  its  cars  or  its  motive  power 
or  to  change  the  time  for  starting  its  trains  or  cars  or  to  change 
the  time  schedule  for  the  run  of  any  train  or  car  or  make  any 
other  suitable  order  that  the  Commission  may  determine  rea- 
sonably necessary  to  accommodate  and  transport  the  traffic,  pas- 
senger or  freight,  transported  or  offered  for  transportation." 
[Laws  1918,  p.  590.] 

On  December  28,  1917,  pursuant  to  order  of  the  Commission, 
its  engineering  department  started  to  check  the  service  rendered 
by  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company.  This  check  continued 
until  the  morning  of  January  8,  1918. 

A  hearing  was  held  at  the  Baltimore  Hotel  January  9  to 
January  12,  both  inclusive. 

2.  THE  FACTS. 

(1)  Service. 

During  the  latter  part  of  July,  1917,  there  was  a  power-plant 
failure  at  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company's  Missouri  river 
plant.    A  strike  of  the  trainmen  followed  in  August,  1917. 
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Previous  to  these  troubles  there  was  in  effect  what  is  known 
as  the  "July  schedule/'  and  it  appears  that  service  rendered 
under  that  schedule  was  fairly  satisfactory. 

At  the  time  of  this  investigation  the  defendant's  schedules 
were  short  of  the  "July  schedule"  during  the  morning  peak 
(j.Q  per  cent,  at  noon  8  per  cent,  during  the  evening  peak  5.3 
per  cent;  but  the  cars  operated  were  short  of  the  "July  sched- 
ule" during  the  mofning  peak  14.2  per  cent,  at  noon  8.3  per 
cent,  and  during  the  evening  peak  9.2  per  cent. 

The  defendant,  Kansas  City  Railways  Company,  advanced 
the  following  reasons  for  curtailing  street  railway  service:  (1) 
Fuel  shortage;  (2)  capacity  of  power  plants;  (3)  labor  short- 
age;-(4)  financial  conditions. 

The  service  check  made  by  the  Commission's  engineering  de- 
partment shows  that  the  service  furnished  by  the  Kansas  Citv 
Railways  Company  is  inadequate  in  that  it  does  not  operate  a 
sufficient  number  of  cars  to  reasonably  meet  the  demand  for 
transportation,  that  the  headway  was  in  many  instances  badiv 
distorted,  and  that  the  distortion  of  headwaji  was  generally  due 
to  the  operation  of  overcrowded  cars. 

Owing  to  lack  of  time  and  number  of  men  engaged  in  the 
work,  the  check  was  limited  to  the  following  lines :  Argentine, 
Brooklyn,  Country  Club,  Central-Fairmount  park,  Fifteenth 
street,  Fifth  street,  Hardesty-Jackson,  Holmes,  Independence 
avenue-Rockhill,  Kansas  City  and  Independence,  Missouri,  In- 
diana Quindaro,  Jackson,  Northeast,  Prospect,  Roanoke,  Eose- 
dale,  Stockyards,  Sunset  Hill,  Thirty-first  street,  Troost 
Twelfth  street,  Twenty-seventh-Minnesota,  Vine  street,  Wood- 
land. 

The  "July  schedule"  was  in  effect  on  the  following  lines 
checked  by  the  Commission's  engineering  department :  Countrv 
Club,  Fifth  street,  Hardesty-Jackson,  Rosedale,  Stockyards, 
Troost. 

During  the  evening  peak,  the  "July  schedule"  was  in  effect 
during  the  service  check  on  the  Kansas  City  and  Independence 
and  the  Twelfth  street  lines. 

However,  during  the  checking  period,  the  company  was  not 
operating  all  of  its  scheduled  runs,  for  reasons  which  will  be 
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discussed  later.     This  shortage  of  cars  operated  as  compared 
with  cars  scheduled  on  the  lines  checked  was  as  follows : 


Date. 

A.  M.  Peak. 

Noon. 

P.  M.  Peak. 

Friday,  Dec.  28,  1917 

38  cars 
49  cars 
32  cars 
41  cars 
35  cars 
29  cars 
29  cars 
28  cars 

0  cars 
0  cars 

0  cars 

1  car 
0  cars 
0  cars 
0  cars 
0  cars 

29  cars 

Saturday,  Dec.  29,  1917   

25  cars 

Monday,  Dec.  31,  1917  

19  cars 

Wednesday,  Jan.  2.  1918 

17  cars 

Thursday,  Jan.  3,  1918  

15  cars 

Friday,  Jan.  4,  1918 

12  cars 

Saturday,  Jan.  5,  1918  

12  cars 

Monday.  Jan.  7.  1918  

12  cars 

Average 

35  cars 

18  cars 

During  this  same  period  the  shortage  of  cars  operated  and 
cars  scheduled  on  the  lines  checked  as  compared  with  the  re- 
quirements of  the  "July  schedule"  was  as  follows: 


Date 

Shortage  In  Cars  Operated.  |  Shortage  In  Cars  Scheduled. 

JL^ntv. 

A.  Al. 

Noon. 

P.M. 

A.  M. 

Noon. 

P.M. 

Peak. 

Peak. 

Peak. 

Peak. 

Friday,  Dec.  28,  1917  . . . 

81 

27 

66 

43 

27 

37 

Saturday,  Dec.  29, 1917  . 

93 

27 

62 

44 

27 

37 

Monday,  Dec.  31,  1917  . . 

76 

27 

56 

48 

87 

37 

Wednesday,  Jan.  2,  1918 

84 

29 

54 

43 

28 

37 

Thursday,  Jan.  3,  1918  . 

78 

28 

53 

43 

28 

38 

Friday,  Jan.  4,  1918  . . . 

72 

28 

49 

43 

28 

37 

Saturday,  Jan.  6,  1918  . 

72 

28 

49 

43 

28 

37 

Monday,  Jan.  7, 1918  . . . 

71 

28 

49 

43 

28 

37 

Average    

77 

28 

55 

43 

28 

37 

The  check  made  by  the  Commission's  engineering  department 
shows  the  following  average  conditions  during  the  checking 
period : 


A. 

M.  Peak. 

P.  M.  Peak. 

Shortage  of  cars  as  shown  by  engineers'  check  . . . 
Shortage  of  cars  as  compared  with  existing  sched- 
ule  

44 

35 

75 

54 
14 

Shortage  of  cars  as  compared  with  "July  schedule" 

55 

The  observations  of  the  Commission's  engineers  also  show 
that  there  was  considerable  distortion  of  headway  throughout 
the  checking  period.  This  distortion  in  headway  was  caused  in 
part  by  conditions  not  under  control  of  the  defendant,  but  was 
pretty  generally  caused  by  time  consumed  by  passengers  enter- 
ing and  leaving  overcrowded  cars. 
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Many  citizens  of  Kansas  City  appeared  before  the  Commit' 
sion,  and  testified  that  the  cars  were  overcrowded  and  poorly 
heated,  and  that  service  in  general  was  nnsatisfactory. 

John  G.  Hiatt,  of  the  Northeast  Improvement  Association, 
testified  that  until  last  year  the  car  service  had  been  fairly  good, 
but  now  it  was  intolerable.  He  complained  of  having  to  wait 
forty-five  minutes  for  a  car  on  the  Northeast  line. 

Mr.  J.  D.  Knapp,  a  contractor  representing  the  Northeast 
Improvement  Association,  said  in  substance  that  service  on  the 
Northeast  line  was  not  satisfactory. 

Several  workmen  from  Peet  Brothers  Manufacturing  Com- 
pany testified  as  to  the  crowded  conditions  on  the  Ai^ntine  line. 
They  told  the  Commission  that  workmen  were  compelled  to  ride 
on  the  tops  of  cars,  as  well  as  hang  on  the  rear  and  sides  of  the 
vestibule, 

Mrs.  B.  N.  Burke  stated  that  she  was  often  thirty  minuter 
late  for  work  because  she  could  not  get  a  Holmes  car  to  take 
her  to  Eighth  and  Walnut. 

Mr.  G.  J.  Baughman  testified  that  he  and  his  wife  and  chil- 
dren,  being  unable  to  board  crowded  cars  on  Vine  street  line^ 
were  compelled  to  walk  from  Nineteenth  and  Vine  street  to 
2838  Woodland  avenue.  They  started  at  10:00  f.  m.  and 
reached  home  about  midnight. 

Mr.  Frank  Tucker  complained  of  crowded  conditions  on  the 
Thirty-first  street  line. 

Cornelius  Fitzgibbin  filed  a  petition  for  better  service  on  the 
Koanoke  and  Thirty-ninth  street  lines. 

The  Scarritt  Bible  and  Training  School  filed  a  petition  for 
better  service  on  the  Northeast  line. 

These  conditions  will  be  remedied  by  the  restoration  of  the 
"July  schedule"  with  such  adjustments  as  are  found  necessarv. 

Judge  Hawthorne  complained  of  the  operation  of  the  one-man 
car  on  the  Marlborough  line.  It  is  the  Commission's  under- 
standing that  the  operation  of  one-man  cars  on  this  line  was 
approved  by  both  members  of  the  board  of  control.  If  condi- 
tions have  changed  so  that  the  operation  of  one-man  cars  is  now 
unsafe  and  inadequate,  the  board  of  control  should  make  the 
changes  necessary  to  give  safe  and  adequate  service.    If  condi- 
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tions  are  not  remedied  the  Commission  will  act  in  a  separate 
proceeding. 

Messrs.  W.  T.  Kemper  and  D.  M.  Pinkerton,  cily  members 
of  the  board  of  directors  of  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company, 
testified  that  the  service  rendered  by  the  defendant  was  inade- 
quate, and  that  in  their  opinion  the  "July  schedule"  should  be 
restored  as  soon  as  labor  and  financial  conditions  would  permit. 

Mayor  Edwards  appeared  before  the  Commission  and  stated 
that  the  existing  street  car  service  was  inadequate  and  that  the 
^'July  schedule"  should  be  restored.  He  stated  that  he  had  ap- 
proved an  ordinance  fixing  the  schedules  on  which  the  cars  of 
the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  should  be  run  on  its  lines 
in  Kansas  City,  Missouri.  These  car  schedules  are  the  same  as 
those  which  were  in  effect  prior  to  July  20,  1917,  except  for 
changes  due  to  extensions  and  necessary  rerouting  of  lines.  This 
ordinance  restoring  the  "July  schedule"  was  passed  by  the  upper 
house  of  the  common  council  December  31,  1917,  by  the  lower 
house  on  January  7,  1918;  and  was  approved  by  the  mayor, 
January  8,  1918. 

Mr.  R,  P.  Woods,  city  member  of  the  board  of  control,  stated 
that,  in  his  opinion^  the  check  made  by  the  Commission's  en- 
gineering department  did  not  show  the  full  shortage  in  service, 
for  the  reason  that,  on  account  of  the  crowded  condition  of  the 
cars,  many  prospective  passengers  were  walking  or  using  other 
means  of  conveyance  to  reach  their  destinations.  Mr.  Woods 
is  of  the  opinion  that  the  "July  schedule"  should  be  restored. 

He  submitted  correspondence  dated  during  months  of  Sep- 
tember, October,  and  December,  1917,  showing  that  he  did  not 
approve  the  reduction  of  car  service. 

!N'ow,  all  of  this  evidence  is  conclusive  in  establishing  the  fact 
that  the  defendant  is  not  operating  enough  cars  to  adequately 
meet  the  demands  for  transportation  in  Kansas  City,  Missouri. 
In  fact,  the  defendant  does  not  deny  that  this  condition  exists. 

(2)  Heating  of  Cars. 

"In  order  to  conserve  coal,  and  render  power  from  coal  con- 
sumed available  for  industries  with  war  contracts,  governmental 
authorities  have  ordered  oar  heating  reduced.  The  order  of  tiie 
local  board  here  follows : 
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*<  'November  5,  1917. 

"  'It  is  ordered  by  the  fuel  cominittee  that  beginning  to-day 
the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  discontinue  the  use  of  one 
half  of  its  lights  on  its  street  cars,  and  that  it  turn  the  heat  on 
in  street  cars  only  when  the  thermometer  has  reached  a  tem- 
perature of  32  degrees  or  lower. 

"  'This  order  shall  remain  in  effect  until  further  ordered  by 
the  fuel  committee.' 

"The  National  Fuel  Committee's  Bulletin  of  December  3, 
1917,  to  state  administrator,  states: 

"  'In  addition  to  this  matter  of  schedules,  our  attention  has 
been  directed  to  a  number  of  other  opportunities  for  economy 
on  the  part  of  electric  railways.  One  of  these  has  to  do  with 
the  heating  of  cars.  We  urge  that  you  ask  the  proper  state 
authorities  to  co-operate  in  the  reduction  of  unnecessary  heat- 
ing. It  has  been  stated  that  the  heating  of  cars  represents  nearly 
30  per  cent  of  the  current  used  by  these  companies.  May  it  not 
be  possible  to  make  a  substantial  saving  in  this  item  V  '^ 

The  defendant's  order  is  this: 

"December  11,  1917. 
"To  Supervisors  and  All  Trainmen : — 

"By  order  of  the  fuel  administrators,  no  heat  can  be  placed  on 
cars  when  the  temperature  is  above  32  degrees.  From  32  de- 
grees to  15  degrees,  2  points  of  heat  will  be  used,  below  15  de- 
grees 3  points ;  or,  in  other  words,  all  the  heat  that  can  be  placed 
upon  cars  will  be  maintained  except  between  the  hours  of  4 :30 
and  7 :30  p.  m. 

This  order  has  the  approval  of  the  Board  of  ControL 

(3)  Ftuel  Conditions. 

[1]  One  of  the  reasons  advanced  by  the  defendant  for  the 
curtailment  of  service  was  fuel  shortage*  Most  of  the  coal  con- 
sumed in  the  defendant's  Missouri  river  and  Saw  river  power 
plants  comes  from  the  Illinois  coal  fields.  It  originates  at  a 
point  on  the  Chicago  &  Alton  Bailroad  and  is  delivered  direct 
on  a  spur  leading  from  the 'main  line  of  the  Chicago  &  Alton 
Bailroad.  The  balance  of  the  coal  consumed  comes  from  A^ 
kansas,  Oklahoma,  Kansas,  and  Missouri  mines. 

The  defendant's  power  plants  consume  from  1,000  to  1,200 
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tons  of  coal  per  day,  in  addition  to  an  average  of  about  30,000 
gallons  of  fuel  oil. 

The  coal-storage  capacity  at  the  Missouri  river  power  plant 
is  about  25,000  tons,  and  the  oil-storage  capacity  is  about  88,000 
gallons.  The  coal-storage  capacity  at  the  Kaw  river  power  plant 
is  about  665  tons,  and  the  oil-storage  capacity  is  about  33,000 
gallons. 

The  defendant  had  in  storage  on  November  14,  1917,  5,560 
tons  of  coal  at  both  plants,  but  on  December  30,  1917,  it  had 
16,574  tons  in  storage,  and  on  that  date  it  had  more  coal  in 
storage  than  it  has  had  in  nionths  previous  or  during  December, 
1916.  Hence  it  is  apparent  that  conditions  with  respect  to  fuel 
have  been  improved. 

The  defendant  is  preparing  to  install  a  coal  crusher  and  a 
crane  at  its  Missouri  river  power  plant  to  facilitate  the  handling 
of  coal. 

A  clij^ing  from  a  !Kansas  City  paper  dated  January  1,  1918, 
states  that  Dr.  H.  A.  Grarfield,  Federal  Fuel  Administrator,  de- 
livered an  address  before  the  editorial  conference  at  Washington, 
District  Columbia,  December  13,  1917,  and  quotes  him  as  fol- 
lows: 

^'The  moment  we  receive  the  information  that  a  public  utility 
is  out  of  coal,  or  in  danger  of  being  out  of  coal  within  a  few 
days,  we  issue  the  orders  to  send  coal  to  that  utility. 

^'Any  utility  that  will  inform  us  of  its  impending  lack  will 
receive  supplies  of  ooal;  that  is,  we  will  issue  the  orders  right 
off  to  divert  to  those  utilities  enough  coal  to  keep  them  going. 

^^]N^ow,  a  severe  spell  of  weather  such  as  we  have  just  had, 
may  defeat  tiie  arrival  of  that  coal  in  time,  but  all  we  can  say 
about  that  is  that  it  is  liable  to  happen  in  any  season,  and  fur- 
thermore that  the  utility  should  speak  far  enough  ahead  and 
speak  in  the  right  form." 

Walter  L.  Lampkin,  fuel  administrator  for  Kansas  City, 
stated  that  every  effort  would  be  made  to  keep  the  defendant 
supplied  with  coal. 

It  therefore  appears  that,  by  exercising  proper  precautions, 
the  probability  of  the  defendant  suffering  from  a  coal  shortage 
is  remote,  and  is  no  excuse  for  the  curtailment  of  street  car 
service  in  Kansas  City. 
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(4)  Power  Conditions, 

[2,  3]  The  defendant  has  a  double  responsibility  in  farnish- 
ing  power  to  the  community  by  reason  of  the  fact  that  existing 
conditions  are  such  that  the  Kansas  City  Electric  Li^t  &  Power 
Company  has  not  sufficient  power-plant  capacity  to  meet  the  de- 
mand for  light  and  power.  It  is  therefore  necessary  for  the 
defendant  to  supply  this  deficiency. 

The  light  company  now  has  under  construction  a  $6,000,000 
power  plant,  which  it  expects  to  place  in  operation  in  November, 
1918.  The  light  company  is  erecting  a  9,000  kw.  unit,  which 
it  expects  to  operate  about  March  1,  1918. 

To  relieve  the  heavy  demand  on  the  defendant's  power  plants 
and  to  conserve  fuel,  the  city  has  agreed  to  two  ligfatless  nigjits 
a  week,  and  to  reduce  the  street  lighting  approximately  50  per 
cent 

To  further  relieve  the  demand  on  defendant's  power  plants, 
the  manufacturers  in  the  community  have  either  reduced  their 
demands  or  shut  down  their  plants  during  the  period  of  peak 
demand  on  the  defendant's  plants. 

Mr.  B.  L.  Redpath,  chairman  of  the  power  committee,  cham- 
ber of  commerce,  and  other  witnesses  representing  the  indus- 
tries, stated  that  they  had  made  heavy  sacrifices  to  relieve 
the  demand  on  the  defendant's  plants,  that  many  of  them  were 
engaged  on  war  contracts,  and  that  they  did  not  feel  that  they 
should  be  required  to  carry  the  burden  that  might  be  imposed 
by  increasing  the  demands  on  the  power  plants  as  a  result  of  an 
increase  in  street  car  service. 

The  capacity  of  the  defendant's  Missouri  river  plant  is  52,000 
kw.  The  capacity  of  the  Saw  river  plant  is  4,500  kw.,  making 
a  total  capacity  of  66,500  kw. 

The  capacity  of  the  Kansas  City  Electric  Light  &  Power  Com- 
pany's central  station  is  2,500  kw.,  and  the  capacity  of  its  Balti- 
more station  is  2,000  kw.,  making  a  total  of  4,500  kw. 

The  defendant's  power-plant  records  show  that  the  aeason 
peak  load  on  the  Missouri  river  plant  was  54,500  kw.  This 
load  was  carried  with  thirty-seven  boilers  on  the  line  at  5:28 
p.  M.  December  28,  1917.  The  maximum  peak  load  carried  by 
the  Kaw  river  plant  was  6,880  kw.  This  load  was  carried  with 
nine  boilers  on  the  line  at  5 :30  p.  m.  December  21,  1917.    There 
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are  forty  boilers  available  at  the  Missouri  river  plant  and  twelve 
available  at  the  Kaw  river  plant. 

At  the  time  the  peak  load  of  54,500  kw.  was  being  carried  by 
the  defendant's  Missouri  river  power  plant,  the  Kansas  City 
Electric  Light  &  Power  Company's  plants  were  only  carrying 
a  load  of  1,600  kw.  with  plants  having  a  capacity  of  4,600  kw., 
and  which  have  carried  a  load  of  5,800  kw.  An  examination 
of  the  power-plant  records  shows  that  the  light  company  has 
frequently  failed  to  relieve  the  demand  on  the  defendant's  plant 
during  the  evening  peak. 

The  maximum  instantaneous  load  that  all  of  the  plants  of  the 
defendant  and  the  light  ccgnpany  carried  was  about  60,450  kw. 
If  pushed  to  the  limit,  these  plants  could  carry  a  load  of  about 
(56,000  kw.  The  difference,  amounting  to  5,550  kw.,  would 
carry  the  load  imposed  by  the  operation  of  more  than  100  addi- 
tional cars. 

The  maxirnxmi  shortage  of  cars  operated  during  the  checking 
period  as  compared  with  the  "July  schedule"  was  seventy-eight 
during  the  evening  peak  on  December  28,  1917.  It  was  on  De- 
cember 28  that  all  of  the  power  plants  were  required  to  carry 
a  load  of  about  60,450  kw. 

When  necessary  to  take  boilers  out  of  service  for  repairs,  the 
demand  on  the  plant  can  be  reduced  by  cutting  off  the  street 
lights  from  6 :00  to  6 :00  p.  m.,  and  the  demand  can  be  reduced 
at  all  times  by  cutting  off  all  electric  signs.  The  connected  load 
in  signs  is  about  equivalent  to  that  imposed  by  eighteen  cars. 
The  street  lighting  load  of  2,000  kw.  is  approximately  equiva- 
lent to  that  imposed  by  fifty  cats. 

It  therefore  appears  that,  with  proper  co-operation  on  the  part 
of  the  light  company,  the  defendant  could  operate  the  "July 
schedule"  with  its  present  power-plant  capacity,  even  though  it 
may  be  necessary  to  take  some  of  the  boilers  out  of  service  for 
repairs. 

(5)  Labor  Conditions. 

An  agreement  between  the  Kansas  City  Bailways  Company 
and  its  employees  was  entered  into  ^November  12,  1917,  and 
the  wage  scale  was  dated  back  to  August  16,  1917.  The  agree- 
ment expires  August  16,  1918. 

The  wage  scale  in  the  transportation  department  is  as  follows : 
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First  fiix  months 254  p^  hour 

Second  six  months 26<^  per  hour 

Second  year    27^  per  hour 

Third  year    28^  per  hour 

Fourth  year   29^  per  hour 

Fifth  year   30<(  per  hour 

Sixth  year 33<^  per  hour 

Seventh  year SZif  per  hour 

Eighth  year    ZS4  per  hour 

Ninth  year    33^^  per  hour 

Tenth  year    SS4  per  hour 

Eleventh  year  and  over 33J(  per  hour 


"Trainmen  to  be  allowed  an  additional  hour  for  breaking  in 
students  each  day. 

"Minimum  monthly  wage  for  extra  men  $60  per  month. 

"One-man  car  service,  2  cents  per  hour  over  and  above  regu- 
lar service  rates. 

"Snow-sweeper  service,  86  cents  per  hour  for  all  time  called 
and  held  for  such  service. 

"Conductors  and  motormen  who  have  been  in  the  companys 
service  for  a  period  of  one  (1)  year  and  up  to  five  (5)  years 
shall  receive,  free  of  charge,  one  (1)  suit  of  uniform  clothing 
each  year,  to  consist  of  cap,  coat,  vest,  and  trousers.  All  con- 
ductors and  motormen  who  have  been  in  the  company^s  service 
for  a  period  of  five  (5)  years  and  over  shall  receive  from  the 
company,  free  of  charge,  two  (2)  suits  of  uniform  clothing  each 
year ;  suits  to  consist  of  sumoner  and  winter  cap,  coat,  vest,  and 
trousers,  to  become  optative  at  the  spring  inspection.'^ 

The  average  hourly  wagfe  on  all  city  lines  in  the  United  States 
of  over  100  miles  in  length  is  80.84  cents  and  the  range  is  from 
26.8  cents  to  32.7  cents.  The  average  hourly  wage  on  all  lines 
in  cities  over  20,000  population  within  a  radius  of  300  miles 
of  Kansas  City,  Missouri,  is  26.80  cents,  and  the  range  is  from 
23.4  cents  to  27.8  cents. 

The  ten-year  average  hourly  wage  on  161  unionized  lines  is 
30.82  cents,  and  the  range  is  from  a  minimum  of  26.60  cents 
to  31.93  cents.  The  ten-year  average  hourly  wage  on  the  lines 
of  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  is  30.45  cents,  and  the 
range  is  from  a  minimum  of  25  cents  to  a  maximum  of  38  cents. 

The  defendant  claims  that  it  has  made  every  effort  to  secure 
enough  trainmen  to  operate  its  cars,  but  has  failed  on  account 
of  a  shortage  of  labor. 

The  employment  department  has  advertised  in  all  of  the  Kan- 
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sas  City  papers  and  country  papers  within  150  miles  of  Kansas 
City  for  men.  In  addition,  defendant's  representatives  have 
visited  country  towns  in  an  eflFort  to  secure  men.  The  original 
age  limits  for  trainmen  were  from  twenty-three  to  thirty-eight 
years.  These  limits  were  msiAe  nineteen  to  forty-five  and  finally 
made  eighteen  to  fifty  years,  and  still  defendant  claims  to  be 
unable  to  get  all  the  men  it  needs  to  operate  the  cars. 

The  limit  eighteen  to  fifty  years  applies  to  married  men  and 
single  men  who  have  dependents.  Only  single  men  who  are 
past  thirty-one  years  of  age  are  employed,  as  men  under  that 
age  are  subject  to  draft  for  military  service* 

The  existing  requirements  of  applicants  for  train  service  are 
as  follows: 

^^ Applicants  for  employment  in  train  service  should  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

Age — Over  eighteen  and  imder  fifty  years  of  age. 

Height--OYer  6  ft.  4  in.  and  under  6  ft.  2  in. 

Weight — Conductor:  120  poundt  or  over;  Motorman — ^140  pounds  or  oiFer» 

"Applicant  Will  be  Eequired 

"1.  To  fill  out  printed  application,  giving  places  of  previous 
employment,  and  length  of  time  at  each  place;  also  must  give 
the  names  of  at  least  three  responsible  persons  who  can  recem- 
mend  him. 

"2.  To  post  security  deposit  of  $5  with  company  on  filling 
out  application.  This  will  be  returned  to  him  when  he  leaves 
the  service  of  the  company,  and  will  be  forfeited  only  in  the 
event  that  he  fails  to  complete  course  of  instruction,  or  misrep- 
resents facts  in  application. 

."3.  To  pass  a  rigid  physical  examination  by  company  sur- 
geon.   This  includes  eyesight  and  hearing  tests. 

"4.  To  have  photograph  taken,  which  becomes  property  of 
the  company. 

"5.  To  purchase  cap  before  starting  on  instruction  period. 

"6.  To  work  as  a  student  for  a  minimum  period  of  from 
twelve  to  seventeen  days  (depending  on  the  division  to  which 
assigned).  For  each  day  so  spent  he  will  receive  60  cents.  Thi^ 
amount  in  full  will  be  paid  at  the  completion  of  the  instruction 
period.    However,  should  trainman  leave  service  before  the  com- 

P.U.R.1918C. 


«36  mSSOURI  PUBLIC  SERVICE  COMMISSION. 

pletiou  of  three  full  months,  he  will  be  required  to  refund  tliis 
amount  in  full  to  company. 

'^7.  To  procure  a  uniform  at  completion  of  instruction  period. 
This  uniform  will  be  furnished  on  company  order  and  paid  for 
by  them*  Cost  will  be  deducted  from  wages  of  trainman  in  in- 
stalments. 

'^8.  To  have  the  following  cash  money  at  time  application  is 
accepted: 

Security  deposit $5.00 

Physical  examination 1.00 

€ap    1^ 

17.60^' 

.  It  is  probable  that  the  elimination  of  the  requirement  for  the 
payment  of  $7.50  at  the  time  of  application  may  result  in  secur- 
ing additional  men. 

To  relieve  the  labor  situation  the  defendant  adyertised  for 
women  to  be  used  as  collectors  on  trailer  oars.  About  100  women 
responded.  A  class  of  ten  had  completed  a  course  of  instruction 
and  were  ready  for  service  at  the  time  of  the  hearing. 

E.  F.  Michaels,  president  of  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Train- 
men's TTnion^  appeared  before  the  Commission  and  testified  that 
there  was  no  labor  shortage  in  the  community,  that  it  was  not 
necessary  to  employ  women,  and  that  if  women  were  employed 
he  would  advise  the  men  to  step  o£P  the  cars ;  but  that  if  the 
Public  Service  Commission,  upon  further  investigation,  fonnd 
it  advisable  that  the  defendant  employ  women  conductors  he 
would  call  a  meeting  and  take  a  vote  of  the  men  on  the  i^rofo- 
sition. 

Consented  by  these  conditions,  the  Commission  decided  to 
send  Commissioner  flad  to  Kansas  City  to  make  a  careful  study 
of  labor  conditions,  and  to  assist  the  defendant  in  securing  addi- 
tional men,  with  a  view  to  restoring  the  operation  of  the  number 
of  cars  required  by  the  "July  schedule"  as  rapidly  as  practicable. 

(6)  Fincmcial  Condition. 

[4]  The  defendant  stated  that,  if  the  Conunission  found  it 
advisable  to  increase  the  service,  it  should  also  find  the  means 
of  supporting  such  service.  The  evidence,  however,  submitted 
by  Colonel  P.  J.  Kealy,  defendant's  president,  shows  that  it 
earned  an  average  net  return  of  7^  per  cent  on  its  capital  in- 
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vestment  for  the  three  years  ending  June  30,  1917.  During  the 
five  months  ending  November  30,  1917,  the  defendant's  net 
earnings  averaged  in  excess  of  4  per  cent  on  its  capital  invest- 
ment. 

Now,  while  defendant's  net  earnings  during  the  five  months 
ending  November  80,  1917,  have  been  less  than  6  per  cent,  the 
TnaximuTn  return  it  is  entitled  to  receive  under  the  terms  of  the 
franchise  adopted  by  referendum  vote  of  the  people  July  7, 
1914,  this  condition  was  anticipated  and  provided  for  in  the 
franchise,  paragraph  2,  §  27,  which  reads  as  follows: 

^'Disposition  of  Earnings/^ 

^'To  the  company,  an  amount  equal  to  6  per  cent  per  annum  y 
cumulative,  payable  semiannually,  upon  the  amount  of  capital 
value  from  time  to  time  determined  and  certified  as  herein  pro- 
vided. By  the  word  ^cumulative'  is  meant  that  if  the  earnings 
for  any  six  months  are  not  sufficient  to  pay  such  rate,  of  6  per 
cent,  then  such  deficiency  with  interest  thereon  at  the  rate  of 
6  per  cent  shall  be  paid  from  future  earnings,  if  any,  when 
made.'' 

It  is  axiomatic  that  service  must  be  rendered  before  payment 
is  exacted  therefor.  The  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  has 
not  been  rendering  satisfactory  service. 

Throughout  the  franchise  it  is  agreed  tiiat  first-class  service 
is  the  first  and  primary  purpose  of  the  contract,  and  all  other 
considerations  are  subordinate  thereto. 

''Purposes  of  OranU 

Sec.  8.  "Both  parties  hereto  agree  that  the  first  and  primary 
purpose  of  the  making  of  this  contract  is  to  secure  to  the  public 
first-class  modern  street  car  sen^ice;  and,  after  that  purpose  is 
accomplished,  and  subordinate  thereto,  second,  to  secure  for  the 
company  its  capital  value  and  a  6  per  cent  return  thereon; 
third,  the  participation  herein  provided  for  to  be  enjoyed  by 
both  parties  to  this  contract.  The  city  agrees  that,  subject  to 
its  right  to  secure  such  service,  it  will  not  require  the  company 
to  do  anything  that  will  impair  the  said  capital  value  or  return 
thereon,  or  materially  impair  the  enjoyment  of  the  rights  of  par- 
ticipation, in  accordance  with  this  contract." 
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Sec.  7f  T  2.  '^To  require  to  be  maintained  upon  the  said  lines 
of  street  railway,  and  all  of  them  at  all  times,  sufficient,  good 
and  conrenient  cars  and  equipment  to  accommodate  public  trayd 
and  to  provide  first-class  service  in  accordance  with  the  true  in- 
tent and  purpose  of  this  ordinance." 

Sec.  10.  "(a)  All  oars  hereafter  purchased  or  otherwise  ac- 
quired by  the  company  shall  be  of  the  best  quality,  style,  finish 
and  design,  and  be  approved  by  the  Board  of  Control ;  and  shallj 
at  all  times,  be  equal  in  quality,  style,  finish  and  condition  to 
cars  in  ordinary  use  on  the  best  managed  and  equipped  lines 
of  street  railway  in  the  United  States. 

"The  company  shall  maintain  and  operate  upon  its  lines,  at 
all  times,  a  sufficient  number  of  good  and  convenient  cais  to 
fully  acocHnmodate  public  travel.  All  of  said  cars  shall  be  kept, 
at  all  times,  clean,  roadworthy,  and  in  good,  safe  order  and  con- 
dition and  properly  heated  and  lighted.  Its  roadbed  and  tracks 
shall  be  kept,  at  all  times,  in  good  order  and  condition  so  as  to 
afford  safe  and  convenient  travel  thereon  and  thereover. 

"All  cars  and  machinery  for  operating  the  same  shall,  at  all 
times,  be  provided  with  the  best  improved  appliances  for  pro- 
tecting the  lives  and  persons  of  the  passengers  therein  and  of 
the  public  traveling  on  and  across  the  streets  over  which  said 
lines  may  be  operated.  All  cars  shall  be  run  at  aU  times  and 
places  at  a  reasonable  rate  of  speed,  under  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances, and  no  public  or  private  nuisance  or  unusual  or 
unnecessary  noises  shall  be  either  caused  or  permitted  in  the 
running  or  operation  thereof.  The  Board  of  Control,  or  the 
city,  by  reasonable  ordinance,  shall  divide  the  city  into  speed 
zones  and  define  and  regulate  the  speed  at  which  cars  may  be 
operated  within  the  city  limits  and  provide  for,  regulate  and 
enforce  any  and  all  other  requirements  and  provisions  of  this 
aectiotL 

"All  cars  shall  be  in  charge  and  under  the  control  of  not  less 
than  two  competent  men,  a  motorman  and  a  conductor,  except 
where  otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Control. 

"(b)  The  company  shall  furnish,  maintain  and  operate,  day 
and  night,  including  *owl  car'  service,  over  all  its  tracks  within 
the  city  limits,  sufficient  number  of  cars  to  fully  comply  with 
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all  schedules  and  routes  fixed  and  prescribed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  this  ordinance  or  by  any  lawful  authority." 

Sea  19.  "The  company  shall  at  all  times  maintain,  within 
the  corporate  limits  of  the  city,  power  plants,  car  houses,  storage 
houses  and  repair  shops,  complete  and  adequate  in  every  respect, 
and  properly  and  sufficiently  equipped,  for  the  purpose  of  oper- 
ating its  lines  therein,  according  to  the  true  intent  and  purpose 
of  this  contract." 

The  evidence  shows  conclusively  that  the  service  rendered  by 
the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  is  inadequate  in  that  it 
does  not  operate  enough  cars  to  reasonably  meet  the  demands 
for  transportation. 

3.  CONCLUSIONa 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that,  to  reasonably  meet 
the  demands  for  transportation,  the  Kansas  City  HaUways  Com- 
pany must  operate  the  maximum  number  of  cars  required  by 
the  "July  schedule"  plus  five  cars  to  provide  transportation  on 
the  Thirty-ninth  street  and  Broadway-Union  station  lines. 

It  is  also  the  opinion  of  the  Commission  that  the  demand  for 
transportation  is  a  variable  one ;  and  that  the  Kansas  City  Rail- 
ways Company  should  make  frequent  service  checks  and  adjust 
its  schedules  to  meet  existing  conditions. 

After  the  Kansas  City  Railways  Company  has  made  such 
adjustment  of  schedules,  the  Commission  will  direct  its  engineer- 
ing department  to  co-operate  with  the  Board  of  Control  to  de- 
termine whether  or  not  any  further  adjustments  are  necessary 
to  provide  adequate  service. 

An  order  will  be  entered  in  conformity  with  the  views  herein 
expressed. 

Note. — In  Philadelphia  v.  Philadelphia  Eapid  Transit  Co.  Com- 
plaint Docket  Nos.  1917,  1921,  1923,  1945,  1952,  March  25,  1918, 
the  Pennsylvania  Commission  directed  that  the  employees  of  the 
company  should  be  instructed  under  no  circumstances  or  conditions, 
except  when  the  cars  are  crowded  to  capacity,  to  permit  more  tlian 
one  car  to  pass  any  waiting  room  of  intending  passengers  without 
stopping  and  permitting  them  to  board  the  cars.  Additional  cars 
were  ordered  and  a  new  line  in  Fifty-sixth  street,  Philadelphia,  was 
ordered  for  the  improvement  of  the  service.  The  Commission  fur- 
ther said:  "We  take  the  liberty  of  recommending  to  the  mayor  and 
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city  cotmcils  of  Philadelphia  the  passage  of  an  ordinance  which 
will  prevent  the  blocking  of  the  cars  of  the  company  by  vehicles  un- 
loading between  the  curb  and  the  track.  Whether  the  method  to  be 
adopted  should  be  the  shortening  of  wagons  and  truck  bodies  or  the 
loading  and  imloading  from  the  sides,  or  the  use  of  elbow  chutes  for 
the  unloading  of  coal,  some  method  must  be  practicable  by  which 
it  will  be  impossible  for  furniture  vans  and  coal  wagons  to  delay 
traffic  to  the  extent  to  which  it  is  done  in  the  city  of  Philadelphia.'^ 
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BE  WASHINGTON  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPAlTr. 

[Ex  parte  No.  11.] 

Rates  —  JuriadieUon  of  CwnmiasUms  —  Indefinttenen  of  ordhumem, 

1.  Hie  Ohio  Oommiasion  has  jurisdictioii  to  determine  whether  a 
rate  ordinance  of  a  municipality,  haying  the  power  to  fix  rates,  is  too 
indefinite  and  uncertain,  in  determining  the  question  whether  a  pro- 
posed schedule  of  a  utility,  differing  therefrom,  shall  be  filed. 

Boies  —  Potter  of  municipalitiee  —  Electricity, 

2.  Ohio  munidpalitieB  have  no  authority  to  fix  electrical  rates  for 
power  purposes. 

Botes  —  Elef^rioity  -«  DefinitenesB  of  echedule  -«  JftmloifMil  ordi- 
na$ioe» 

3.  An  electric  utility  will  be  permitted  to  file  a  schedule  of  rates 
by  the  Ohio  Commission,  although  ai  municipality  having  the  power  to 
do  so  has  attempted  to  fix  such  rates  by  ordinance,  where  the  ordi- 
nance rates  are  so  indefinite  and  uncertain  that  they  would  be  rejected 
if  contained  in  a  schedule  attempted  to  be 'filed  by  the  utility. 

[April  2,  1918.] 

Applioatiok  for  permission  to  file  a  schedule  of  electric  rates ; 

granted. 

By  the  Commission :  This  controversy  grows  out  of  the  ob- 
jections by  the  city  of  Washington  C.  H.  to  a  proposed  schedule 
of  rates  for  electrical  service  in  said  city,  proffered  for  filing  by 
the  Washington  Gas  &  Electric  Company. 

Sections  614-16  to  614-18,  inclusive,  provide  that  every  public 
utility  shall  print  and  file  with  the  Commission  schedules  show- 
ing "all  rates,  joint  rates,  rentals,  tolls,  classifications,  and 
charges  for  service  of  each  and  every  kind,"  that  they  may,  sub- 
ject to  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  make  "a  sliding  scale  of 
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charges  f^  and  that  if  such  a  scale  of  charges  is  made,  the  utility 
^^is  required  to  conform  its  schedules  of  rates,  tolls,  and  charges 
to  such  arrangement,  sliding  scale,  classification,  or  other  de- 
vice;'' and  that  ^^no  public  utility  shall  charge,  demand,  exact, 
receive,  or  collect  a  different  rate,  rental,  toll,  or  charge  for  any 
service  rendered  or  to  be  rendered  than  that  applicable  to  such 
service,  as  specified  in  its  schedxde  filed  with  the  Commission 
and  in  effect  at  the  time." 

These  provisions  are  for  the  purpose  of  informing  the  public 
what  the  utility  is  charging  for  the  various  kinds  of  service,  so 
that  each  customer  or  prospective  customer  may  know  just  what 
he  will  be  required  to  pay,  and  that  all  others  receiving  a  similar 
service  will  be  required  to  pay  the  same  rates,  and  to  prevent 
overcharges  and  discriminations. 

The  Commission  has  required  utility  companies  to  comply 
strictly  with  these  provisions^  and  clearly  show  by  their  sched- 
ules each  and  every  rate,  toll,  or  charge,  with  such  exactness  that 
there  need  be  no  cavil  or  misunderstanding  concerning  such 
chaises  between  the  utility  c(»npany  and  its  consumers. 

[1]  The  company  has  proffered  a  new  schedule  setting  forth 
rates,  tolls,  and  charges  which  it  desires  to  put  into  effect;  and 
the  cil7  protests  against  the  filing  of  said  schedule  on  the  ground 
that  thd  mimicipality  has  fixed  by  ordinance  other  and  different 
rates  than  those  contained  in  the  proffered  schedules,  and  it  asks 
that  the  company  be  required  to  conform  its  schedule  to  the 
rates  and  charges  fixed  by  the  ordinance. 

The  company  answers  that  the  ordinance  is  illegal,  indefinite, 
and  uncertain,  and  asks  the  Commission  to  so  declare,  while  the 
city  contends  that  the  legality  of  the  ordinance  is  a  judicial  ques- 
tion over  which  the  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  and  which 
ean'  be  determined  only  by  a  court  of  competent  jurisdiction. 

The  Commission  will  not  undertake  to  determine  the  legality 
of  the  ordinance;  but,  in  order  to  determine  whether  or  not  the 
proffered  schedule  shall  be  received  and  filed,  it  must  ascertain 
whether  or  not  it  conforms  to  the  ordinance  rates,  and,  if  nol, 
whether  or  not  the  ordinance  rates  are  such  that,  if  published 
in  the  schedule,  they  would  carry  out  the  purposes  of  the  law 
requiring  the  filing  of  schedules,  to  wit,  informing  the  consumer 
what  he  will  be  required  to  pay  for  service, 
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[2]  This  Commission  has  frequently  held  that  municipalities 
have  no  authority  to  fix  electrical  rates  for  power  purposes,  but 
only  for  electric  lighting,  so  that  the  section  of  the  ordinance 
referring  to  power  rates  may  be  eliminated  from  consideration. 
That,  however,  need  not  necessarily  affect  the  remainder  of  the 
ordinance  if  it  properly  fixes  the  rates  for  electric  lighting. 

[3]  It  will  be  noted  that  the  remainder  of  the  ordinance  pu^ 
ports  to  fix  two  classes  of  rates,  which  are  denominated  as  ^'resi- 
dence rates"  and  "commercial  rates." 

What  residence  rates?  And  what  commercial  rates?  Elec- 
tric light  is  used  in  industrial  plants,  and  power  may  be  used 
in  a  residence  for  cooking  and  heating,  and  in  commercial  en- 
terprises, as  well  as  in  manufacturing  plants,  and  the  rapid  de- 
velopment of  the  art  is  causing  electricity  to  be  used  more  and 
more  for  these  purposes.  Does  the  schedule  purport  to  fix  the 
rates  for  all  purposes  for  which  electricity  may  be  used  over  a 
period  of  ten  years  in  residences  and  in  commercial  enterprises, 
or  only  for  residence  and  commercial  lighting  ?  While  the  ordi- 
nance purports  to  fix  rates  for  *1ight  and  power,"  there  is  no 
mention  of  light  or  lighting  in  the  entire  schedule,  and  nothing 
to  indicate  to  what  these  rates  apply  except  the  heading  under 
which  they  appear,  "Besidence  Bates"  and  "Commercial  Bates." 
Could  the  consumer  determine  from  the  schedule  contained  in 
the  ordinance  what  he  was  expected  to  pay  for  any  particular 
kind  of  service? 

Under  the  heading  ^^esidence  Bates"  the  ordinance  schedule 
provides : 

"First  kw.  ten  (10)  cents.  All  over  10  kw.  six  (6)  cents.  A 
discount  of  one  (Ic)  per  kw.  will  be  given,  etc." 

Assuming  that  by  kw.  is  meant  "kilowatt  hour,"  instead  of 
'Ttilowatt,"  the  rate  for  the  next  nine  kw.  hours  after  the  first 
kw.  hour  is  not  fixed  at  all.  The  city  says  this  means  that  the 
company  may  charge:  "First  ten  kw.  hours  10  cents  per  kw. 
hour;  all  over  ten  kw.  hours,  6  cents  per  kw.  hour;  discount  1 
cent  per  kw.  hour." 

Assuming  that  this  is  what  it  means,  in  order  to  make  it  say  so, 
there  must  be  read  into  it  all  of  the  words  which  measure  the 
quantity  of  service  upon  which  either  the  price  is  based  or  the 
discount  given.     It  must  be  assumed  that  "first  kw.  ten  (10) 

P.U.R.1918C. 


KE  WASHINGTON  GAS  &  E.  CO.  843 

cents"  means  "first  ten  kilowatt  hours,  10  cents  per  kilowatt 
hour;  "  that  "all  over  10  kw.  six  (6)  cents"  means  "all  over  ten 
kilowatt  hours,  six  cents  per  kilowatt  hour ;  "  that  "a  discount  of 
one  (Ic)  per  kw."  means  "a  discount  of  1  cent  per  kilowatt  hour; 
and  that  tiie  headings  ^'Besidence  Sates"  and  "Commercial 
Bates"  mean  that  the  rates  mentioned  under  these  headings  ap- 
ply to  electric  lighting. 

It  is  argued  by  the  city  that  all  of  these  assumptions  are  fairly 
implied  by  the  context. 

The  Commission  has  repeatedly  rejected  proffered  schedules 
for  far  leas  inaccuracies  than  these,  and  required  the  utilities  to 
reconstruct  and  reprint  them,  setting  forth  clearly  what  they 
meant  If  sdiedules  are  to  fulfil  the  purpose  intended  by  the 
law,  both  the  rate-making  bodies  and  the  utility  companies  must 
exercise  at  least  ordinary  caution  in  their  preparation. 

In  the  recent  case  of  the  Northwestern  Ohio  Light  Co.  v. 
Ottawa,  this  Commission  said:  *T.n  granting  to  municipalities 
the  important  power  of  fixing  rates  for  electric  service,  the  legis- 
lature contemplated  that  they  would  exercise  it  judiciously; 
that  they  would  first  make  proper  investigations  to  intelligently 
determine  what  rates  and  charges  would  be  fair,  both  to  the 
consumer  and  to  the  producer,  that  they  would  then  pass  or- 
dinances embodying  the  results  of  their  findings  in  language 
sufficiently  clear  and  explicit  that  there  need  be  no  misunder- 
standing as  to  the  rates  fixed  and  the  term  for  which  they  were 
to  be  in  effect," — and  it  declined  to  proceed  with  the  investigation 
until  the  municipality  should  pass  an  ordinance  which  was  more 
definite  and  certain. 

We  do  not  think  the  company  blameless  in  this  matter.  It 
should  have  filed  its  appeal,  or  promptly  rejected  the  terms  of 
the  ordinance  and  filed  its  schedule,  if  it  desired  t#  change  the 
former  rates,  instead  of  illegally  collecting  rates,  for  more  than 
a  year,  which  were  neither  contained  in  its  schedule  on  file  with 
the  Commission  nor  provided  for  in  the  ordinance ;  but  that  does 
not  dispose  of  the  question  now  before  the  Commission. 

In  permitting  the  company  to  file  the  schedule  which  it  now 
proffers,  the  Commission  does  not  pass  upon  the  reasonableness 
of  the  rates  therein  contained,  nor  does  it  determine  the  validity 
of  the  ordinance.    It  merely  finds  that  the  schedule,  as  contained 
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in  the  ordinanoe,  is  bo  indefinite  and  uncertain  that^  if  such  a 
schedule  were  proffered  for  filing  by  any  public  utilitji  it  would 
be  rejected  for  that  reason ;  and  since  the  company  can  make  no 
legal  charge  unless  embodied  in  a  schedule  filed  with  the  Com- 
mission,  it  is  permitted  to  file  a  schedule  which  is  definite  and 
certain. 

If  it  is  contended  by  the  city  that  the  rates  in  the  new  schedule 
are  too  high,  any  consumer  can  challenge  them,  or  the  munic- 
ipality may  repeal  this  ordinance  and  enact  a  new  one  fixing 
rates  which  are  just  and  reasonable  and  definite  and  certain; 
or  it  may,  if  it  regards  the  present  ordinance  as  sufficiently  ex- 
plicit, rely  upon  its  validity  and  enjoin  the  collection  of  any 
greater  rate,  toll,  or  charge  than  those  which  it  claims  are  pro- 
vided for  therein,  and  let  the  court,  which  is  the  proper  tribunal 
for  the  determination  of  such  questions,  decide  as  to  its  validity. 

The  company  will  be  permitted  to  file  its  proffered  schedule, 
to  become  effective  according  to  law. 
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BOROUGH  OF  MONTROSE  et  al. 

V. 

CONSUMERS  WATER  COMPANY  OP  MONTROSE. 

[Complaint  Docket  No.  370-1016.] 

ValuatUn%  —  Service  canneotiane  paid  for  by  oonautnerB* 

1.  The  cost  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  the  consumers  should 
not  be  included  in  the  value  of  the  plant  for  rate-making  purposes. 

ValtMtian  —  Overhead  expenses  —  Organization  —  Engineering. 

2.  An^  allowance  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  water  system 
for  organization  and  legal  exp^ises  and  for  engineering  and  super- 
vision, although  there  was  no  definite  testimony  as  to  any  amounts  of 
expenses  incurred;  it  appearing  that  the  officers  never  received  during 
the  construction  period  any  salary  although  they  did  devote  considera- 
ble time  to  it|  and  that  the  books  of  the  company  had  been  destroyed. 

Valuation  —  Overhead  expenses  —  Interest  during  construction. 

3.  An  allowance  for  interest  during  construction  was  made  in  a 
rate  valuation  of  a  water  system,  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  for  ei^ht 
months,  upon  bonds  that  were  issued  before  the  construction  of  tiis 
plant. 
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VaUuaUon  —  Cost  of  developing  the  "buHnesa  —  Water  eygtent, 

4,  No  allowance  was  made  for  cost  of  developing  the  business  in  a 
rate  valuation  of  a  water  system,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  detailing 
any  expenditures  for  that  purpose,  where  it  appeared  that  the  utility 
during  the  entire  period  of  ita  existei^ce  had  realized  an  average  yearly 
return  of  more  than  6  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  the  plant,  and  an 
allowance  had  been  made  for  interest  during  construction,  for  legal 
and  organization  expenses,  and  for  engineering  and  supervision,  in  an 
amount  equivalent  to  nearly  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  physical 
property. 

Valuation  —  Bond  discount  —  Bonds  issued  to  Imilders  in  eaeehange 
for  plant, 

5.  No  allowance  was  made  for  bond  discount  in  a  rate  valuation 
of  a  water  system  where  it  appeared  that  the  original  issue  of  bonds, 
as  well  as  390  shares  of  the  capital  stock,  were  issued  to  the  builders 
as  payment  for  the  plant. 

VaUuUion  —  Working  capital  *  Watet  pHanU 

ft.  A  cash  sum  in  excess  of  one  month's  average  expenditures,  in 
addition  to  the  value  of  the  meters,  tools,  and  stock  on  hand,  was  al- 
lowed for  working  capital  of  a  water  system. 

ValuaUan  —  Oping''eonoem  value  —  Water  plant, 

7.  In  fixing  the  fair  vahte  of  the  various  items  of  property  of  a 
water  system  for  rate-making  purposes,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission 
took  into  consideration  that  the  plant  was  in  operation  and  doing  busi- 
ness, instead  of  making  a  separate  allowance  for  going-concern  value. 

Return  —  Water  system  —  Amount, 

8.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  tiie  value  of  a  water  plant  was 
fixed  as  fair  for  a  utility  serving  a  small  town  that  had  practically 
no  change  in  population  for  many  years  and  no  promise  of  an  imme- 
diate future  growth. 

Service  —  Water  —  Purity  of  supply, 

9.  A  water  company  furnishing  impure  water  was  ordered  to  adopt 
one  of  three  specified  methods  for  improving  the  quality  of  its  supply, 
and  to  submit  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval  complete  plans  and 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  installing  the  improvements. 

jSates  —  Franchise  provision. 

10.  A  stipulation  in  a  municipal  franchise  relative  to  rates  to  be 
eharged  for  water  is  not  binding  upon  the  water  company  where  it  is 
for  an  indeterminate  period. 

Depreciation  —  Water  system,  —  Am,ount, 

11.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  was  fixed  for  annual  depreciation 
of  a  water  plant. 

[January  22,  1918.] 

Complaint  against  the  rates  and  alleged  inadequacy  and  im- 
purity of  water  furnished  by  Consumers  Water  Company  of 
Montrose.  The  Commission  estimated  the  fair  value  of  the  prop-^ 
erty  used  in  the  public  service  at  $51,547.71,  and  required  the- 
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company  to  submit  plans  for  improving  the  purity  of  the  water 
supply  and  for  improving  the  public  fire-protection  service. 

Appearances:  H.  A.  Denny,  John  M.  Kelly,  and  D.  T. 
Brewster  for  the  complainants;  Frederic  W.  Fleitz,  and  Balph 
J.  Baker  for  the  respondents. 

Ryan,  Commissioner :  The  borough  of  Montrose  and  five  of 
its  inhabitants  complain: 

I.  That  the  rates  charged  by  the  Consumers  Water  Company 
of  the  Borough  of  Montrose,  Susquehanna  county,  are  unjust, 
unwarranted,  excessive,  illegal,  and  unduly  discriminatory. 

II.  That  the  water  furnished  by  the  company  to  its  patrons  is 
polluted,  contaminated,  unwholesome,  and  impure. 

III.  That  the  plant,  mains,  and  distribution  system  of  the 
company  are  inadequate  and  disproportionate  to  the  needs  of  the 
borough ;  and 

IV.  That  the  service  and  pressure  furnished  and  maintained 
by  the  company  are  not  sufficient  to  properly  supply  the  patrons 
and  to  afford  the  borough  proper  protection  against  fire. 

To  these  the  water  company  filed  its  answer,  asserting  that  the 
schedule  of  rates  in  force  in  the  borough  is  just^  reasonable,  uni- 
form,  and  fair  in  all  respects  and  is  in  oomplianoe  with  the  law; 
that  it  had  made  every  effort  to  keep  its  supply  pure  and  whole- 
some, and  that  the  water  is  not  impure,  contaminated,  nor  pol- 
luted ;  that  its  plant  facilities  and  services  are  sufficient,  adequate, 
and  well  adapted  to  the  needs  of  the  public  in  M(Mitro6e ;  that  its 
water  mains  are  sufficient  in  size  to  furnish  an  adequate  water 
supply  for  its  patrons  and  for  fire  protection ;  and,  alleging  that 
the  complaint  is  entirely  without  merit,  asking  that  it  should  be 
dismissed. 

There  are  involved,  therefore,  the  question  of  rates,  the  ques- 
tion of  facilities,  and  the  question  of  service. 

Hearings  have  been  held  in  Montrose,  in  Scranton,  and  in 
Harrisburg ;  a  great  mass  of  testimony  has  been  taken,  and  from 
the  evidence  presented  the  following  facts  have  been  established: 

The  borough  of  Montrose  is  the  county  seat  of  Susquehanna 
county.  It  is  located  in  the  center  of  an  agricultural  region  at 
the  head  waters  of  the  east  branch  of  Wyalusing  creek,  a  trib- 
utary of  the  Susquehanna  river.  Its  population  is  about  2,000 
and  its  area  is  about  800  acres.    It  is  the  terminus  of  branches  of 
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the  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company,  and  of  the  Delaware, 
Lackawanna,  &  Western  Railroad  Company.  Its  industrial  enter- 
prises consist  in  the  main  of  a  salt  works,  the  creameries  of  the 
Borden  Condensed  Milk  Company,  and  the  Diamond  Dairy 
Company,  a  planing  mill,  a  knitting  mill,  and  a  flour  and  feed 
mill.  It  has  had  a  sewage  system  for  more  than  ten  years,  and  . 
in  November,  1915,  two  sewage  disposal  plants  built  under  the 
supervision  of  the  state  department  of  health  were  put  in  oper- 
ation. There  are,  however,  a  number  of  cesspools  still  in  use,  and 
about  200  persons  obtain  their  water  supply  from  about  thirty 
springs  and  wells  within  the  borough  limit.  The  public  supply 
is  the  principal  one,  and  it  is  furnished  by  the  Consumers  Water 
Company  of  Montrose,  the  respondent. 

This  company  was  incorporated  August  31,  1892,  with  an 
authorized  capital  of  $40,000.  In  1892,  it  caused  to  be  issued 
bonds  for  $40,000.  These  bonds  have  been  retired,  and  a  new 
issue  of  bonds  in  the  amount  of  $40,000  and  bearing  interest  at 
the  rate  of  5  per  cent  and  maturing  in  1932  now  exists. 

The  franchise  granted  by  the  borough  to  the  company  limits 
the  rates  to  be  charged.  The  following  is  the  schedule  agreed 
upon  October  1, 1892 : 

Houses  occupied  by  one  family  only $10.00 

Houses  occupied  by  one  family,  for  each  extra  family 6.00 

Bathing  tubs  in  private  houses,  each 5.00 

Water-closets  in  private  houses,  each 5.00 

Street  washers,  lawn  or  garden  hose 6.00 

Building  purposes,  for  each  1,000  bricks,  by  measurement .10 

Building  purposes,  for  plaster,  100  sq.  yards  .30 

Building  purposes,  for  stone,  per  perch .05 

Stores  and  offices 6.00 

Saloons 26.00 

and  upwards 

Boarding  houses  30.00 

and  upwards 

Livery  and  boarding  stables,  8  horses  and  less  than  15 40.00 

Hotels  and  taverns   75.00 

and  upwardfl 

Printing  offices  20.00 

•  and  upwards 

All  other  purposes  not  enumerated  subject  to  special  rates. 
Terms:    Cash  in  advance  for  every  three  months'  supply. 

Fire  Protection. 

On  December  20,  1906,  the  borough  and  the  company  entered 
into  a  contract  to  provide  fire  protection  as  follows : 

1.  To  furnish  the  21  hydrant*  already  in  use  and  4  additional  hydrants  for 

$600  per  year. 
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2.  To  furnish  water  for  four  flush  tankB  and  one  water  trough  at  $100  per 

year. 

3.  Any  additional  hydrants  that  may  be  installed  at  $30  each  per  annum. 

The  New  Schedrde. 

The  foregoing  rates  for  domestic  use  and  public  service  con- 
tinued in  force  until  December  27,  1914,  on  which  date  the  wa- 
ter company  filed  with  the  Public  Service  Commission  and 
printed,  published,  and  posted  in  accordance  with  law,  a  new 
schedule,  and  it  is  against  this  that  complaint  has  been  directed. 
One  of  the  principal  grievances  was  the  abolition  by  the  water 
company  of  the  provision  in  relation  to  an  extra  family, — ^the  wa- 
ter company  treating  such  as  a  separate  family.  This,  after  the 
employment  of  a  new  superintendent,  has  been  voluntarily 
changed. 

This  new  schedule  provides  for  flat  rates  for  service  to  dwell- 
ings, stores,  offices,  barber  shops,  private  stables^  private  garages, 
and  for  miscellaneous  and  building  purposes,  and  fixes  a  sched- 
ule of  meter  charges  for  service  to  hotels,  churches,  livery  stables, 
industrial  plants,  laundries,  steam-power  boilers,  public  garages, 
schools,  etc.,  and  in  their  entirety  do  increase  by  probably  10  per 
cent  the  aggregate  of  the  sum  collected  from  the  borough  and  the 
citizens  of  Montrose. 

The  complainants  aver  that  the  agreement  with  the  water  com- 
pany entered  into  by  the  borough  in  1896  provided  *'that  the  wa- 
ter rate  to  be  charged  by  the  said  water  company  shall  never  be 
increased.    .    .      ." 

The  respondent  avers  that  the  contract  was  indeterminate  as  to 
time  and  is  subject  to  change ;  and  that  the  complainants  do  not 
believe  the  contract  is  inviolable  is  attested  by  their  own  efforts 
to  secure  radical  changes  therein. 

On  the  16th  day  of  July,  1916,  the  Commission  entered  the 
following  interlocutory  order: 

"After  careful  consideration  of  all  the  testimony  presented 
in  the  above-entitled  case,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion: 

"I.  That  the  water  supplied  by  the  Consumers  Water  Com- 
pany of  Montrose  should  be  improved  and  purified  in  either  of 

these  ways : 

"(A)  By  installing  such  filtering  devices  as  may  be  approved 
by  the  Commissioner  of  Health  of  Pennsylvania,  as  well  as  by 
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liie  engineerB  of  this  Commission,  and  that  the  watershed  about 
the  source  of  snpply  be  guarded  and  patrolled ;  or 

**(B)  That  a  ground  supply  of  water  be  established  by  the 
digging  of  as  many  wells  at  such  depth  and  the  erection  of  the 
necessary  pumping  stations  as  will  give  to  the  borough  of  Mont- 
rose an  adequate  supply. 

^'11.  That  a  complete  and  detailed  estimate  of  the  cost  of  each 
of  said  plans  'A'  and  ^£'  designed  as  they  are  for  the  safety  and 
protection  of  the  people  of  Montrose^  as  well  as  the  cost  of  oper- 
ating each  of  the  same,  shall  be  prepared  by  the  respondent  on  or 
before  October  1,  1916,  and  presented  by  it  to  this  Commission 
for  further  action, 

'^m.  That  a  complete  and  detailed  estimate  of  the  proposed 
improvement  in  the  fire-protection  service  be  presented  by  the 
complainants  on  or  before  Oetober  1,  1916. 

''IV.  A  report  in  detail  shall  be  made  by  the  respondent  to  this 
Commission  of  the  names  of  the  customers  of  the  Consumers  Wa- 
ter Company,  with  the  amount  each  pays  and  the  fixtures  and 
numbers  each  has  installed;  and,  if  the  service  is  metered,  the 
amount  of  the  consumption  and  the  price  paid  therefor. 

''The  proceeding  now  before  the  Commission  be  continued 
pending  the  filing  of  the  report  hereinbefore  ordered." 

In  compliance  with  the  foregoing  order  the  respondent  com- 
pany filed  with  the  Commission  a  detailed  report  setting  forth 
that  the  cost  for  the  installation  of  plan  "A"  would  be  $14,711 
and  that  the  annual  cost  of  the  operation  thereunder  would  be 
$1,460 ;  and  that  the  cost  of  installing  plan  '^B"  would  amount  to 
from  $26,672.50  to  $83,754,  the  variance  being  due  to  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  improvement  might  be  carried,  and  the  annual 
cost  of  the  operation  thereof  would  amount  to  $2,750.  Neither 
of  the  primal  costs  embraces  any  allowance  of  interest  during 
construction,  or  for  commissions  or  discounts  that  might  be  neces- 
sary to  secure  capital.  Nor  does  the  sum  mentioned  in  either 
plan  for  operating  expenses  include  any  allowance  for  deprecia- 
tion or  for  renewals.  In  answer  to  the  direction  for  a  detailed 
estimate  of  the  cost  of  the  proposed  improvement  in  the  fire-pro- 
tection service  a  statement  was  given  showing  the  proposed  loca- 
tion of  plugs,  pipes,  and  mains,  their  size,  character,  and  number, 
and  the  cost  thereof  was  named  as  $8,266.60.    The  names  of  the 
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customers,  with  the  amount  each  pajs  and  the  fixtores,  connee- 
tionsy  etc.,  were  set  out,  and  it  is  therein  shown  that  there  were 
453  Saturate  patrons  (each  separate  service  being  counted  as  a 
patron),  and  that  twenty-seven  of  these  are  summer  residents, 
and  that  in  addition  there  are  twenty-six  whose  service  is 
measured. 

The  respondent  company  made,  however,  an  additional  repre- 
sentation as  follows: 

'^'The  Installation  of  a  Plant  for  the  Chemical  Treatment  of 
the  Water  from  Jones  lake. 

^'The  water  company  has  given  above  the  responses  asked  for 
the  plans  ^A'  and  ^B/  It  now  submits  to  the  Commission  as  a 
part  of  this  report  that  the  evidence  in  the  case  ahowB  fully  and 
clearly  that  neither  the  abandonment  of  Jones  lake  as  a  source 
of  supply,  nor  the  installation  of  a  filter  plant  at  Montrose,  is 
necessary  to  procure  a  reasonably  safe,  satisfactory,  and  adequate 
supply  of  potable  water.  The  evidence  was  dear  that  Montrose 
had  never  su£Pered  from  any  typhoid  fever  from  the  water  supply 
of  the  water  company,  and  that  the  water  famished  was  safe 
and  free  from  injurious  substances.  The  drainage  area  supply- 
ing Jones  lake  is  inhabited,  and  the  water  company  believes  it 
should  be  submitted  to  a  thorough  sanitary  survey  and  inspec- 
tion at  all  times.    This  it  has  agreed  to  do. 

^'The  testimony  of  Dr.  Taylor,  the  eminent  bacteriologist  of 
the  Scranton  Gas  &  Water  Company,  who  is  thorou^ly  familiar 
with  the  condition  at  Montrose,  as  well  as  of  Messrs.  Boardman 
and  Dunlap,  is  uniform  to  the  effect  that  the  water  of  Jones  lake,- 
with  proper  sanitary  survey  of  the  drainage  area  and  the  installa- 
tion of  a  hypochlorite  of  lime  treatment,  is  safe  and  pn^r,  and 
will  provide  satisfactory  and  adequate  water  service  at  Montrose. 

^^In  view  of  the  utter  lack  of  growth  of  peculation  at  Mont- 
rose, the  paucity  of  customers,  the  unprofitableness  of  the  oper- 
ation of  the  water  company's  property,  and  the  extraordinary 
expenses  which  have  been  already  incurred  and  those  which  must 
be  incurred  to  enlarge  the  distribution  system,  as  well  as  the  laige 
amount  of  bad  and  back  accounts  of  the  company's  custCHners, 
the  water  company  again  urges  upon  the  Commission  that,  under 
the  uncontradicted  evidence,  the  adoption  of  such  a  survey  and 
the  installaticm  of  such  a  chemical  treatment  plant  will  provide 
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full  and  ample  safety  to  its  patrons,  and  a  satisfactory  and  ade- 
quate supply  of  water/' 

It  is  also  set  forth  that  '^the  water  company  has  a^ed  its  en- 
gineers to  report  at  this  time  upon  the  advisability,  cost,  and 
operating  expense  of  installing  apparatus  for  such  treatment. 
They  report  upon  the  basis  of  installing  a  complete  liquid  chlor- 
ine sterilization  apparatus,  provided  with  proportionate  feeding 
devices  to  insure  treatment  in  exact  proportion  to  the  amount  of 
water  pumped ;''  and  further  declaring  that  ^'a  liquid  chlorine 
treatment  can  be  installed  and  connected  to  {he  present  piping  in 
the  pumping  station  without  increasing  the  size  of  the  building, 
and  at  a  cost  of  about  $1,000.  The  operating  cost  will  be  about 
50  cents  per  day  at  present  market  prices." 

And  it  is  declared  that  ^%y  reason  of  the  total  inability  of  the 
water  company  at  this  time  to  raise  extensive  funds  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  filter  plant,  and  in  view  of  the  evidence  already  taken 
and  that  herewith  submitted,  we  earnestly  urge  that  the  installa- 
tion of  such  apparatus  as  that  above  described  will  meet  all  the 
requirements  of  the  case,  is  the  only  expense  which  the  com- 
pany can  meet,  and  wiU,  if  installed  and  the  matter  closed  for 
the  present,  enable  the  company  to  readjust  its  affairs,  collect 
book  accounts,  rearrange  some  of  its  rates,  and  eventually  put 
itself  in  such  a  position  that  at  a  future  date,  either  upon  order  of 
this  Commission  or  of  the  state  department  of  health,  it  may  be 
able  to  finance  the  installation  of  further  protectory  devices  and 
improvements,  should  they  be  deemed  necessary." 

FoUowii^g  the  filing  of  this  detailed  report  by  the  company,  a 
meeting  was  held  in  Harrisburg,  at  which  were  present  the  com- 
plainants and  respondent  and  their  respeotive*  counsel,  and  at 
which  discussion  was  had  as  to  the  various  phases  of  this  contro- 
versy. The  figures  submitted  by  the  respondent  were  not  acqui- 
esced in  by  the  complainants;  but,  as  a  result  of  the  discussion 
there  and  then  had  upon  the  testimony  then  presented  and  the 
answer  of  the  company  to  the  interlocutory  order,  it  was  agreed 
that  the  engineer  representing  the  complainants  should  plan  and 
install  a  ground  water  supply  that  would  meet  with  the  approval 
of  this  Commission  and  prove  satisfactory  in  the  cqperation,  and 
the  respondent  through  its  president  promised  to  pay  therefof 
the  sum  of  $9,000,  which  sum  was  in  excess  of  that  which  the 
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complainants  contended  the  improvement  would  cost.  It  was 
agreed  between  the  parties  that,  in  order  to  frame  the  require- 
ments, conferences  should  be  held  by  the  engineers  representing 
them  and  the  engineer  of  the  Public  Service  Commission.  At 
these  meetings  it  soon  developed  that  the  improvement  contem- 
plated by  the  complainants'  representative  would  not  be  adequate, 
and  even  for  that  suggested  by  him,  hiB  estimates  were  too  low. 
As  revised  by  him  the  installation  of  a  ground  water  supply 
would  cost  in  the  neighborhood  of  $14,000,  and,  due  to  the  in- 
crease in  price  of  labor  and  material,  this  sum  is  probably  now 
too  low.  It  had  been  hoped  that,  by  the  acceptance  of  the  propo- 
sition of  the  respondent  by  the  complainants^  the  controversy 
would  be  adjusted,  and  that  a  decision  upon  the  questions  in- 
volved would  not  be  necessary,  but  such  result  is  now  declared  to 
be  impossible  of  achievement,  and  the  entire  subject  must  there- 
fore be  passed  upon  by  us. 

Receipts  and  Expenditures  of  the  Consumers  Water  Company,  the  Bespond- 
ent,  as  Shown  by  the  Testimony  and  the  Reports  Submitted. 

The  gross  receipts  for  the  year  1912  were  $9,933.98 

The  total  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  for  the  year  1912 

were   4,959.43 

Leaving  a  balance  of  $4,974.55 

The  gross  receipts  fbr  the  year  1913  were 10,011.45 

The  total  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  for  the  year  1913 

were 5,305.02 

Leaving  a  balance  of $4,706.43 

The  gross  receipts  for  the  year  1914  were 9,570.59 

The  total  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  for  the  year  1914 

were   4,673.73 

Leaving  a  balance  of $4,896.86 

The  gross  receipts  for  the  year  1915  were 9,342.06 

The  total  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  for  the  year  1015 

were    6,486.99 

Leaving  a  balance  of $2,855.07 

The  gross  receipts  for  the  year  1916  were 9,796.24 

^e  total  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  for  the  year  1916 

were    7,873.14 

Leaving  a  balance  of  $1,923.10 

The  testimony  of  the  assistant  treasurer  shows  that  on  Jan- 
uary 1,  1915,  there  was  due  to  the  company  in  outstanding  ac- 
counts the  sum  of  $2,200,  of  which  $1,000  applied  to  1914,  in- 
creasing that  balance  accordingly  at  least  prospectively,  and  the 
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figures  far  1015  recently  filed  with  the  Oommisaion  show  that 
at  the  end  of  that  year  there  was  due  to  the  company  the  sum  of 
$2,433.30}  and  at  the  end  of  the  year  1916  there  was  due  to  the 
company  the  sum  of  $2,266.92.  Complainants,  however,  allege 
that  the  receipts  of  the  company  ought  to  have  been,  according 
to  a  survey  made  by  them,  $11,279.75  per  year.  Of  this  amount 
$1,000  is  for  fire  protection,  county  building  purposes,  and 
schools,  and  about  $380  is  the  amount  allocated  to  seasonal  cus- 
tomers or  summer  residents.  Complainants  argue  that  under  the 
new  schedule  the  receipts  of  the  company  would  be  $12,600.  The 
expenses  during  the  years  1912,  1913,  and  1914  averaged,  ac- 
cording to  the  evidence  of  the  company,  $4,979.39,  and  for  the 
years  1915  and  1916  according  to  the  filed  statement  the  aver- 
age is  $7,180.07 ;  but  this,  latter  increase  in  the  average  of  ex- 
penditures is  in  part  accounted  for  by  the  company  having  en- 
tered into  an  agreement  with  an  electric  light  company  to  pump 
the  water,  and  the  employment  of  a  new  superintendent  at  a 
salary  of  $1,200  per  year  (being  an  increase  of  $400)  and  includ- 
ing in  these  increased  expenses  an  annual  depreciation  in  the 
value  of  the  plant  equivalent  to  2  per  cent. 

Excluding  any  allowance  for  any  depreciation  in  the  value  of 
the  plant,  the  normal  operating  and  maintenance  expenses  of  the 
company  at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  reply  to  the  interlocu- 
tory report  were  estimated  by  the  respondent  as  follows : 

Superintendent  in  Montrose $1,200 

Clerk  at  Montrose 240 

Rent  at  Montrose 72 

Telephone  at  Montrose  25 

General  office  expenses  at  Montrose 75 

Civil  engineering  and  sanitary  supervision    600 

Borough  and  fire  insurance,  pumping  station  50 

Sundry  supplies,  repairs,  distribution  system   200 

Simdry  labor 450 

Electric  pumping  contract  2^70 

Legal  and  Public  Service  Commission  expenses   100 

Workmen's  compensation  insurance  2%  of  $2,490 50 

Bacteriological  examinations,  12  months  at  $15   180 

Executive  office,  Scranton,  clerk   300 

Executive  office,  Scranton,  general  expenses 100 

$5,912 
and  there  should  be  added  to  this  for  taxes 320 

making  a  total  of $6,232 

As  to  the  propriety  of  most  of  these  items  of  charge  there  can  be 
no  question,  but,  even  conceding  that  some  of  them  might  be  re- 
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duced  in  amount,  nevertheless  the  expenses  for  operation  wiD 
approximate  $6,000  per  year,  and  there  would  remain  to  the  com- 
pany (assuming  a  present  income  of  $11,000)  about  $6,000  with- 
out any  allowance  being  made  for  depreciaticm.  Assuming  this 
allowance  to  be  2  per  cent  the  net  revenue  of  the  company  would 
be  about  $4,000,  without  any  provision  for  any  return  upon  the 
new  investments  made  necessary  by  our  determination. 

Stocks  and  Bands. 

In  1912  a  new  issue  of  bonds  to  the  amount  of  $40,000,  and 
bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of  5  per  cent,  and  maturing  in  1932^ 
supplanted  an  old  issue  of  like  amount  and  rate.  The  original 
issue  of  bonds,  together  with  390  shares  out  of  a  total  issue 
of  400  shares,  were  paid  to  the  c6ntractor  for  constructing 
and  delivering  to  the  company  the  waterworks  plant.  The  con- 
tractor placed  the  bonds  and  stocks  in  the  hands  of  the  represen- 
tative of  the  company,  and  these  officials  negotiated  their  sale. 
The  testimony  is  that  the  bonds  were  sold  at  90,  thus  realizing 
$36,000  in  cash,  and  the  president  testified  that  the  390  shares 
of  stock  on  an  assessment  of  $25  netted  $9,750.  There  is  no  evi- 
dence that  these  two  amounts  of  money  actually  went  into  ma- 
terials and  labor,  but  in  return  for  this  stock  and  bond  issue  the 
company  secured  the  plant  No  bodn  or  monthly  estimates  or 
accounts  of  any  kind,  made  at  the  time  of  construction,  were  sub- 
mitted as  evidence  as  to  what  the  plant  actually  cost,  but  the 
present  issue  of  $40,000  was  accepted  at  practically  its  face 
value,  and  with  it  the  old  issue  was  redeemed.  On  the  old  issue,. 
interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  was  paid  from  1892  to  1902,  and 
subsequently  5  per  cent  was  paid ;  that  is,  from  1902  onward. 

From  the  date  of  organization  the  capital  stock  has  been  $40,- 
000.  The  first  dividend  was  paid  in  1902,  being  2  per  cent,  and 
since  then  the  following:  1903,  6  per  cent;  1907,  2 J  per  cent; 
1908,  ^  per  cent;  1909,  1910,  and  1911,  4  per  cent;  1912,  6 
per  cent ;  and  1913,  4  per  cent ;  and  there  have  been  received  from 
the  organization  of  the  company  until  1914  inclusive,  payments 
of  interest  and  dividends  upon  stocks  and  bonds  of  $68,200  or  an 
average  of  $3,100  per  year. 
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Fair  Vcd/ae. 

Considerable  testimony  was  introduced  on  behalf  of  complain- 
ants and  respondents,  and  there  are  wide  differences  between  the 
figures  urged  upon  us  by  the  parties.  The  books  of  the  company, 
at  least  those  containing  entries  of  transactions  during  the  con- 
structive years,  were  not  produced;  it  being  testified  that  they 
had  been  burned  in  a  fire  which  occurred  many  years  ago  in 
Scranton.  Memory,  estimate?,  and  appraisals  were  relied  upon. 
The  results  of  that  testimony  can  probably  best  be  presented  by 
an  analysis  setting  forth  in  figures  the  various  contentions.  In 
allotments  and  subdivisions  of  the  property,  the  parties  were 
practically  in  accord.  In  reaching  the  present  fair  value  ba^ed 
on  the  original  cost  of  the  plant,  depreciated,  from  such  books  and 
accounts  as  might  be  secured  and  from  the  estimates  of  experts, 
we  set  forth  the  claim  of  the  complainants  and  the  claim  of  the 
respondents.; 


Items. 


1.  Payment  to  contractor  for  original  plant  in 

bonds    

In  stodcs   

2.  Warner  estate,  right  of  way  to  reservoir  .... 

3.  Motti  for  water  rights,  suit  settlement 

4.  Additional  construction  1893  to  1903  

6.  Betterments  and  additions  1006  to  1914 

6.  Refunding  oommissions  and  expenses  1912  .  • . 

7.  Payments  on  electric  pump   

8.  New  construction,  1915 

9.  Interest  on  bond  during  construction 

10.  Engineering  and  supervision  

11.  Cost  of  developing  biisiness  


12.  Depreciation    

Valuation  of  property 


As  Determined  by 


Water  Co. 


$40,000.00 

13,000.00 

300.00 

8,428.89 

6,282.17 

3,488.05 

605.00 

460.00 

4,500.00 

1,600.00 

1,500.00 

6,700.00 


$79,864.11 
15,000.00 


Borough. 


$64,864.11 


$40,000.00 
9,750.00 

3,428.89 

917.11 

3,488.05 


4,500.00 


$62,084.05 
12,416.41 


$49,667.64 


B. 

Valuation  of  the  Plant  by  the  Eeproduction  Cost  Less  Deprecia- 
tion Method. 

In  the  further  presentation  of  the  case,  the  complainants  and 
respondent  offered  expert  testimony  showing  the  reproduction 
cost  new  less  depreciation  of  the  entire  property  of  the  water 

P.U.R.1918C. 


856 


PENNSYLVANIA  PUBUC  8BBVIGB  COMMISSION. 


company,  and  so  that  the  vaiying  ocmtentions  may  be  succinctly 
and  clearly  contrasted  the  following  table  gmnmarizing  the  evi- 
dence is  presented : 

Valuation  of  the  Plant  by  the  Beprodueiioii  Method  Less  Depreciation. 

Present  Fair  Value  Of- 
fered by  the — 


Item. 


1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
0. 
10. 

11. 

12. 
13. 
14. 
16. 


16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 


Land 

Rights  of  way 

Buildings 

Dam 

Reservoir    

Boilers  and  stack 

Pumping  machinery    

Pump  and  boiler  con.  inc.  intake  . . 
Dist.  syst.  inc.  vaWes,  hydrants,  etc 

Service  connection  to  curb 

Meters 

Stock  on  hand 

Tools  on  hand •  • . 

Office  furniture 

Reservoir  improvements  , 

Total  tangible  property  ....•• 
Organization  and  legal  expense  ... 

Engineering   , 

Working  capital 

Interest  during  construction  

Cost  of  developing  business , 

Discount  on  bonds •••• 

Total    


Company. 


$7,928.89 

300.00 

1,632.72 

1,158.75 

7,702.16 

968.00 

2,827.25 

2,669.47 

23,512.14 

2,964.00 

405.00 

575.75 

323.37 

307.50 

4,000.00 


$67,176.00 
1,000.00 
2,837.40 

2,233.43 

21,308.79 

4,000.00 


$88,554.62 


Borough. 


$1,000.00 

380.00 

1,634.00 

in  land 

4,390.00 

130.00 

2,644.00 

241.00 

18,485.00 

2,323.00 

180.00 

114.00 

129.00 

in  tools 

4,000.00 


$36,650.00 


1,245.00 


$36,895.00 


As  to  item  15  in  the  foregoing  summary  it  should  be  noted 
that  it  represents  expenditures  made  subsequently  to  the  filing 
of  the  complaint,  and,  while  not  formally  included  in  the  cost 
estimate  of  complainants'  expert,  was  assented  to  as  a  proper  ele- 
ment of  cost,  and  for  the  sake  of  uniformity  is  included  in  this 
comparative  analysis. 

By  the  historical  method  of  original  cost  less  depreciation,  the 
company  contends  that  the  present  valuation  of  the  property  is 
$64,864.11  a^id  by  the  reproduction  cost  new  less  depreciation 
$88,554.62.  In  the  company's  brief  discussing  the  valuation  by 
the  reproduction  cost  new  less  depreciation,  it  is  represented  that 
the  present  fair  value  of  the  tangible  property  of  the  company  is 
$5Y,1Y5,  and  that  to  this  should  be  added  for  engineering  and  in- 
'.Gtest  during  construction  $5,070,  making  a  total  of  $62,245.89 
for  the  physical  plant.  The  "overheads"  that  the  company  seeks 
to  add  are  as  follows :  $4,000  for  bond  discount ;  $10,000  for  cost 
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of  establishing  business^  and  $500  for  organization  and  l^gal  ex- 
penses, making  a  total  of  $14,500  or  a  valuation  of  $76,745.89; 
in  other  words^  the  water  company  submits  to  us  two  valuations, 
— a  minimum  of  $64,864.11  and  a  maximum  of  $76,745.89. 
By  the  same  two  methods  the  complainants  fix  a  maximum  based 
on  the  original  cost  less  depreciation  of  $49,667.64,  and  a  mini- 
mum based  on  the  reproduction  cost  new  less  depredation  of 
$36,895. 

The  Commission,  however,  after  considering  all  the  testi- 
mony, exhibits,  and  reports  in  the  case,  and  all  the  methods  of 
valuation,  and  all  the  items  of  claim  presented  and  acquiesced  in 
or  contested;  the  value  of  the  stocks  and  bonds  and  the  interest 
return  thereon;  and  giving  consideration  in  its  determination  to 
the  developmental  or  gping-concem  value  of  the  company, — finds 
and  determines  that  the  fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes  of 
all  the  rights,  properties,  franchises,  and  assets  of  the  Consumers 
Water  Company  of  Montrose,  and  embracing  its  entire  plant  and 
used  and  useful  in  its  operation  is  $51,547.71  made  up  as  fol- 
lows: 

Land,  Water  Rights,  and  Dam: 

The  reservoir  tract,  the  lake,  and  pmnping-station  site  and  the 
water  rights  therewith  ^7»889.99 

And  we  include  in  the  above  determination  any  and  all  value 
that  there  may  be  in  the  dam  except  the  portion  thereof 
subsequently  built  aiid  on  which  we  place  a  value  ol 510.00 

Right  of  Way: 

Lake  avenue  from  Warner  Estate 160.00 

Building : 

Pumping  station   $1,188.72 

Gate  house 180.00 

Cement  house  45.00 

Frame  storehouse 219.00      1,632.72 

Reservoir : 

Crater    $5,500,00 

Concrete  wall  and  embankment  657.00 

Fence,  valves,  etc 199.00      6,356.00 

To  this  sum  should  be  added  the  reservoir  improvements  for 

which  there  is  practical  accord  upon  the  sum  of 4,000.00 

Boilers  and  stack   600.00 

Pumping  Machinery: 

Steam  pump,  No.  1   $849.00 

Electric  pump    1,886.00      2,235.00 

Pump  and  boiler  connections  1,233.00 

Distribution  System: 

Cast-iron  pipe  8"  and  6''  and  specials $8,715.00 

Cast-iron  pipe  4"  and  3"  and  specials   0,303.00 

Wrought-iron  pipe,  2"  and  under   1,653.00     19,671.00 

Valves,  boxes,  and  hydrants  817.00 

Submerged  pipe  in  lake  710.00 

Meters    405.00 
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Stock  on  hand 575.00 

Tools  on  hand   303.00 

Office   furniture    250.00 


making  a  total  of $47,347.71 

To  this  total    $47^47.71 

We  add'  for  organization  and  legal  expenses  500.00 

for  engineering 1,500.00 

for  working  capital 600.00 

for  interest  during  construction  1,600.00 

making  a  total  of  $51,547.71 

— ^which  we  adjudge  and  decree  to  be  the  fair  value  for  rate- 
making  purposes  of  the  Consumers  Water  Company  of  Montrose. 

[1]  As  to  the  physical  plant,  every  item  claimed  has  been 
passed  upon  and  appraised  and  included  in  the  valuation  we  have 
fixed,  excepting  that  of  "service  connections  to  curb/' 

As  to  this  item  we  have  reached  the  conclusion  that  no  part  of 
it  should  be  included  in  the  aggregate  value  for  rate-making  pur- 
poses. The  entire  cost  thereof  was  borne  and  paid  by  the  consum- 
ers. It  does  not  represent  any  outlay  whatsoever  by  the  com- 
pany, and  therefore  should  not  be  included  in  any  a^regation 
of  or  representation  of  its  capital  from  which  a  return  is  due  by 
the  ratepayer  to  the  company. 

[2,  3]  As  to  the  items  other  than  those  represented  by  the 
physical  property,  we  include  in  our  determination  of  a  fair 
value  for  rate-making  purposes  the  following:  For  "oi^anization 
and  legal  expenses;"  for  "engineering  and  supervision;'^  and. 
for  "interest  during  construction;''  but  we  disallow  any  claim 
for  "cost  of  developing  business"  and  .for  "disootmt  upon  bonds." 
As  to  the  first  three  items  it  is  true  there  was  no  definite  or  clear 
testimony  as  to  any  amounts  that  may  have  been  paid  or  expenses 
incurred,  but  it  is  undoubted  that  the  officers  of  the  company 
(who  were  interested  in  other  and  similar  plants)  never  received 
during  the  constructive  period  any  salary,  although  both  the 
president  and  treasurer  did  devote  considerable  time  to  it.  There 
was  unquestionably  an  outlay  for  organization  and  legal  expenses, 
as  well  as  for  engineering  and  supervision;  and  while  the  exact 
details  were  not  furnished  (the  books  having  been  destroyed), 
enough  evidence  was  presentd  to  clearly  warrant  us  in  fixing  the 
sum  for  each  of  these  which  we  have  named.  As  to  "interest 
during  construction," — ^the  bonds  were  issued  before  the  con- 
struction of  the  plant  and  there  was  therefore  a  period  during 

P.U.R.1918C. 


MONTROSE  V.  CONSUMERS  WATER  CO.  860 

which  interest  was  paid  before  there  was  any  return  upon  the  in- 
vestment We  have  allowed  for  this  item  $1,600 — ^being  the 
amount  at  6  per  cent  for  eight  months'  interest  upon  the  $40,000 
bond  issue^  and  the  aggregate  of  our  allowance  for  these  three 
items  is  equivalent  to  nearly  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the 
physical  property. 

[4]  As  to  the  cost  of  ^'developing  the  business"  and  its  es- 
tablishment^ there  was  no  convincing  evidence  produced.  An  ar- 
bitrary claim  is  made  that  a  percentage  of  the  fair  value  of  the 
plant  should  be  fixed  as  representing  this  item.  The  sum  sought 
has  varied^  but  in  the  final  contention  8  per  cent  of  the  value 
based  on  original  cost  less  depreciation  has  been  asked,  or,  in 
round  figures,  $5,700. 

We  are,  however,  of  opinion  that  no  sum  whatever  should  be  al- 
lowed in  our  fixing  of  the  fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes. 
In  addition  to  the  absence  of  evidence  detailing  any  expenditures 
for  this  object,  we  have  allowed  for  interest  during  construction, 
for  the  cost  of  legal  expenses  and  organizing,  and  for  engineer- 
ing, and  we  have  the  undoubted  evidence  that,  during  the  entire 
period  of  the  existence  and  operation  of  the  company,  there  has 
been  an  average  yearly  return  to  the  owners  of  stock  and  bonds 
of  more  than  6  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  the  plant. 

[6]  We  have  refused  to  allow  anything  for  the  item  '^discount 
on  bonds."  The  original  issue  of  bonds  as  well  as  390  shares  of 
the  capital  stock  was  handed  to  the  builders  of  the  plant  in  ex- 
change for  it  The  stocks  and  bonds  paid  for  it.  Whether  or  not 
the  builders  and  the  promoters  and  owners  of  the  company  were 
identical  is  of  no  practical  moment.  So  far  as  the  evidence  shows 
no  money  passed  into  the  company's  treasury  for  these  bonds.  It 
is  true  they  sold  at  90,  but  they  were  thus  sold  by  the  contractors 
and  their  agents,  the  company's  officers,  to  whom  they  had  been 
delivered. 

For  ten  years,  interest  at  the  rate  of  6  per  cent  was  paid  and 
thereafter  at  5  per  cent  Excepting  by  inference,  there  is  no 
proof  that  any  discount  was  ever  really  taken  from  the  company, 
although  a  refunding  expense  of  $605  is  claimed  under  the  orig- 
inal cost  valuation,  and  the  new  issue  in  place  of  the  old  is  evi- 
dence of  the  practical  amortization  during  the  intervening  twenty 
and  more  years  of  any  theoretical  loss.    Under  all  the  circum- 
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stances,  conditions,  and  evidence  in  this  case,  we  decline  to  add 
any  sum  for  this  claim  to  the  aggregate  value  of  the  plant  for 
rate-making  purposes. 

[8]  For  the  item  of  "working  capital"  we  have  fixed,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  value  of  "meters,"  "tools,"  and  "stock  on  hand,"  a 
cash  sum  in  excess  of  one  month's  average  expenditures.  Under 
the  conditions  prevailing  in  this  locality  and  the  methods  of  col- 
lection, we  are  of  opinion  that  this  amount  will  meet  every  re- 
quirement of  the  respondent. 

[7]  In  passing  upon  all  the  daims  presented  by  the  respond- 
ent, we  have  borne  in  mind  that  it  is  now  conducting  its  business 
in  the  community  it  serves,  and  that  it  has  so  done  for  a  quarter 
of  a  century,  and  we  have  fixed  values  upon  all  items  with  that 
knowledge,  and  whatsoever  value  may  attach  because  of  that  fact 
is  refiected  in  the  sums  fixed  by  us  and  making  up  the  aggr^ate 
fair  value  for  rate-making  purposes. 

Baie  of  Return. 

[8]  In  determining  the  rates  of  interest  upon  their  invest- 
ment to  which  the  stockholders  of  the  Consumers  Water  Com- 
pany are  entitled,  reference  should  be  had  to  the  local  conditioDs, 
as  well  as  to  the  normal  rules  governing  money  returns.  There 
has  been  practically  no  change  in  the  population  of  Mcmtrose  for 
many  years.  There  seems  no  such  promise  of  growth  as  would 
tempt  investors  to  make  ventures  in  improvements  which,  while 
not  presently  paying,  wuuld  insure  future  rewards*  Under  all 
the  circumstances  of  this  case,  and  considering  the  difficulty  of 
procuring  new  capital  and  the  sise  of  the  plant,  the  Commission 
is  of  opinion  that  an  interest  rate  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  value 
of  the  plant  would  be  just,  fair,  and  reasonable,  and  ought  to  be 
met  by  the  levying  of  such  charges  as  would  secure  its  making. 

Service. 

[9]  The  water  supplied  by  the  respondent  is  taken  from  Jones 
lake,  which  is  about  1  mile  east  of  Montrose,  in  Bridgewater 
township.  It  is  fed  by  three  small  streams  which  flow  into  the 
lake  on  its  southern  and  western  sides,  and  by  springs.  It  is 
elliptical  in  shape,  with  a  maximum  length  of  2,725  feet  and  a 
width  of  1,120  feet,  and  its  superficial  area  is  about  37  acres.   Its 
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prevailing  depth  is  27  feet,  its  maximum  depth  60  feet,  and  the 
State  Water  Supply  Commission  reports  its  capacity  to  be  about 
260,000,000  gallons. 

The  drainage  area  tributary  to  the  lake  is  about  1^  square 
miles,  four  fifths  of  which  being  under  cultivation  and  the  bal- 
ance timber  and  brush. 

The  inspector  of  the  state  department  of  health  reports  that 
on  this  watershed  there  are  thirteen  properties,  seven  of  them 
residences,  five  farms  with  the  usual  outbuildings,  and  the  dub* 
house  of  the  Montrose  Golf  Club.  In  addition  there  are  three 
ice  houses  and  several  boathouses,  the  public  highway,  and  the 
roadbed  of  the  Lackawanna  railroad. 

Long  before  the  establishment  of  the  borough  or  the  incorpora- 
tion of  the  company,  JTones  lake  had  been  used  for  boating,  swim- 
ming, and  fishing,  and,  notwithstanding  the  efforts  of  the  com- 
pany to  prevent  these,  its  right  so  to  do  has  been  denied,  and  all 
three  continued,  and  the  people  of  Montrose  want  them  continued. 
That  the  water  supplied  is  at  times  ill  smelling  and  ill  tasting, 
and  that  pollution  especially  following  rainstorms  exists,  has 
been  testified  to,  although  there  has  never  been  any  disease  shown 
as  resulting  therefrom,  there  having  been  during  the  past  five 
years  only  three  cases  of  typhoid  fever,  but  no  resultant  death. 

The  1892  agreement  with  the  borough  provided  that  Jones 
lake  should  be  the  source  of  supply,  and  that  the  company  should 
keep  the  supply  free  from  contamination. 

This  latter  the  company  cannot  do  so  long  as  people  boat,  fish, 
and  bathe  in  the  lake,  and  farms  with  their  outhouses  occupy  the 
watershed,  and  a  public  highway  and  a  railroad  with  their  drain- 
age 'skirt  its  borders.  If  the  water  company  could  buy  all  the 
land  on  the  watershed,  remove  therefrom  all  horses  and  cattle, 
stop  farming  operations,  and  tear  down  all  buildings  so  as  to 
have  an  unoccupied  area,  and  the  citizens  would  refrain  from  the 
use  of  the  lake  for  pleasure  purposes,  it  is  doubtful  (the  water 
remaining  unfiltered)  whether  all  cause  for  grievance  would  be 
removed. 

Jones  lake  contains  the  aocumulated  deposits  of  many  years, 
and,  fed  as  it  is  from  a  fanning  territory,  it  affords  favorable 
•conditions  for  the  occasional  appearance  in  the  water  of  minute 
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vegetable  organisms  which  in  part  account  for  the  disagreeable 
taste  and  odors. 

The  remedy  which  the  company  applied  in  its  desire  for  im- 
provement— the  application  of  copper  sulphate — Skills  the  fish 
and  other  forms  of  lake  life,  thereby  accelerating  the  causes  pro- 
ducing the  obnoxious  odors  and  tastes,  and  these  odors  and  the  pe- 
culiar taste  assert  themselves  at  uncontrollable  intervals. 

The  Commission  originally  was  of  opinion  that  either  of  two 
plans  should  be  followed:  First,  the  installation  of  a  filtration 
plant,  retaining  Jones  lake  as  the  source  of  supply ;  second,  the 
drilling  of  artesian  welk. 

As  to  the  first — the  company^ s  experts  testified,  and  this  is  cor- 
roborated by  the  answer  to  the  interlocutory  order,  that  the  cost 
of  installing  a  filtration  plant  would  be  $14,000 ;  and  this  first 
cost  would  have  to  be  supplemented  by  the  cost  of  double  pump- 
age,  chemicals,  and  other  supplies,  additional  attendants,  repairs, 
and  depreciation. 

The  second  plan  is  to  secure  a  ground  water  supply.  This 
plan  would  be  not  only  much  more  costly  than  a  filtration 
plant, — ^the  estimated  cost  varying  from  over  $23,000  to  over 
$32,000, — ^but  it  is  claimed  to  be  an  experiment  fraught  with 
danger.  Thirty  wells,  at  least  four  of  which  are  deep,  now  sup- 
ply a  portion  of  the  inhabitants  of  Montrose.  The  drilling  of 
wells  with  a  capacity  to  supply  the  needs  of  all  the  remainder  of 
the  people  would  require  the  sinking  at  such  depth  and  of  such 
size  that  the  larger  private  wells  would  probably  be  drained  and 
so  rendered  useless, — possibly  exposing  the  water  company  to  ac- 
tions for  damages  at  the  suit  of  the  parties  injured. 

By  either  of  these  methods  of  betterment,  the  cost  would  be 

« 

materially  increased,  and  there  wx)uld  necessarily  result  an  in- 
crease in  the  charges  to  provide  a  return  for  the  increased  outlay. 
At  the  time  of  our  making  the  interlocutory  ord^  we  were  of 
opinion  that  the  improvement  of  the  "quality  and  quantity'  of 
the  water  to  be  supplied  should  be  secured  by  the  adc^tion  of 
either  of  the  methods  we  then  ordered.  With  the  knowledge  now 
brought  home  to  us  of  the  great  cost  of  either  of  these  very  desir 
able  methods,  ought  we  to  insist  upon  either  -whea  another  and 
cheaper  plan  may  be  tried  which  may  bring  about  more  speedily 
the  desired  result  t 
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The  people  of  Montrose  ccHnplain  of  the  present  rates.  To 
order  the  companj  to  make  new  expenditures  will  result  inevita- 
bly in  higher  charges.  If  ew  investments  should  only  be  ordered 
by  us  with  the  reasonable  expectation  that  adequate  revenue  will 
follow.  To  add  to  the  existing  investment  $14,000  to  $32,000 
more  as  either  plan  "A"  or  ^^B"  is  adopted  (with  the  additional 
sums  needed  annually  for  operation  over  the  amount  now  ex- 
pended) would  pile  up  burdens  upon  a  people  whose  nimibers  are 
not  increasing,  and  there  would  ipllow  increased  discontent  In 
view  of  the  conditions  now  prevailing,  and  the  difficulty  of  obtain- 
ing capital  for  any  enterprise,  we  are  of  opinion  that  another  al- 
ternative should  be  permitted  to  the  respondent,  and  that  is — ^^^C" 
— ^permit  it  to  put  into  effect  a  regular  and  periodic  inspection 
and  sanitary  survey  of  the  territory  adjacent  to  Jones  lake,  and 
to  install  at  the  reservoir  such  sterilizing  apparatus,  vdth  all  the 
necessary  feeding  devices  so  pioportionately  gaged  to  as  to  secure 
and  insure  an  adequate  supply  of  pure  water. 

We  concede  to  the  company  the  right  to  adopt  any  of  these 
three  methods  whHdi  we  have  prescribed,  for  it  must  bear  the  cost 
of  the  improvement  and  bring  about  with  certainty  the  residt  we 
must  obtain ;  namely,  a  copious  supply  of  pure  wuter. 

We  tiierefore  direct  that,  within  sixty  days  of  the  date  of  the 
service  of  the  order  made  pursuant  hereto,  detailed  plans  be  sub- 
mitted for  the  approval  of  the  Commission,  setting  forth  the 
method  which  the  respondent  company  chooses  to  adopt  for  the 
improvement  of  the  water  supply  of  the  borough  of  Montrose; 
and  that  upon  the  approval  of  said  plans  by  the  Commission  the 
work  of  installaticHOL  be  so  proceeded  with  that  it  shall  be  com- 
pleted within  four  mentis. 

Facilities* 

m  granting  the  franchise  in  1892  to  the  company,  the  bor- 
ough stipulated  Jones  lake  as  the  source  of  supply;  located  the 
reservoir  at  a  point  where  it  believed  adequate  fire  service  could 
be  secured  by  gravity  pressure ;  and  named  the  streets  in  which 
v^ter  mains  should  be  laid  and  the  points  at  which  fire  hydrants 
should  be  erected. 

The  reservoir  has  been  built  as  planned  with  a  capacity  of  1,- 

300,000  gallons,  and  as  to  this  there  is  no  complaint    The  comr 
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panj  has  laid  7.65  miles  of  mains.  Twenty-five  hydrants  have 
been  installed,  the  majority  of  which  are  served  from  4-iDch 
mains.  These  hydrants  are  placed  at  an  average  distance  apart 
of  782  feet. 

The  pumping  equipment  consists  of  an  electric  pump  with  a 
700  gallons  per  minute  capacity  and  a  steam  pump  (which  is  held 
in  reserve)  with  a  650  gallons  per  minute  capacity.  The  force 
main  leading  from  the  pumping  station  to  the  distributing  reser- 
voir and  also  to  the  distribution  system  in  the  borough  is  S''  in 
diameter.  The  average  pumpage  durii^  1916  was  200,000  gal- 
lons per  day. 

The  plant  is  practically  twenty-four  years  old.  In  1893  there 
were  200  services  installed ;  in  1896  there  were  320  services,  and 
at  the  present  time  there  are  485.  Of  these  8  are  served  from  I'' 
pipe;  28  from  1"  pipe;  6  from  IJ"  pipej  16  from  IJ"  pipe;  82 
from  2"  pipe;  and  18  from  8"  pipe — ^the  remainder,  830,  being 
served  from  the  4,"  6,"  and  8*'  mains.  Of  all  the  services  only 
twenty-five  are  metered.  Two  thirds  of  the  services  in  Montrose 
are  more  than  twenty  years  old,  and  many  of  iheae  have  rusted  up 
and  filled  up.  The  remedy  proposed  is  to  dean  the  pipes  or  renew 
the  pipes.  Due  to  the  age  of  the  service,  it  is  probable  that  renew- 
al would  be  cheaper  than  cleaning.  The  cost  to  the  company 
would  be  about  $8  per  service,  and  the  cost  to  the  consumer 
would  depend  upon  the  length  from  the  curb  to  his  service  connec- 
tion. However,  specific  complaints  relative  to  inadequate  pres- 
sure for  domestic  service  were  presented  from  only  three  districts 

There  are  approximately  4,100  feet  of  8-indi  mains;  6,500 
feet  of  6-inch  mains;  16,000  feet  of  4-inch  mains;  2,000  feet  of 
3-inch  mains ;  6,200  feet  of  2-inch  mains ;  1^200  feet  of  l|-indi 
mains;  600  feet  of  l|-inch  mains;  2,600  feet  of  1-inch  mains, 
and  1,200  feet  of  |-inch  mains. 

An  increased  number  of  fire  hydrants  will  mean  an  increased 
cost  to  the  borough,  and  it  is  unquestionable  that  an  increased 
fire  protection  service  must  inevitably  be  paid  for  by  the  borough. 

The  plan  for  the  increased  fire  service  is  set  forth  on  pages  22, 
23,  and  24  of  the  report  made  by  the  Consumers  Water  Company 
at  Montrose  to  this  Commission  under  date  of  October  2,  1917. 
In  accordance  with  the  details  therein,  and  following  and  in  con- 
sonance with  the  plan  of  improvement  which  the  company  may 

adopt,  the  respondent  is  directed  to  file  with  the  Commission 
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withiD  sixty  days  the  detailed  plana  and  estimates,  and  at  the 
same  time  file  with  the  complainants  a  copy  thereof ,  and,  if  the 
proposed  fire  improvement  service  meets  with  our  approval,  that 
the  same  shall  be  installed  and  put  in  operation  within  four 
months. 

An  extended  discussion  as  to  any  changes  in  the  rates  and 
charges  is  rendered  unnecessary  by  the  action  we  have  directed 
to  be  taken«  For  rate-making  purposes  the  plant  and  facilities 
as  now  existing  we  value  at  $61,547.71,  \  Under  the  improve- 
ments ordered  in  both  the  domestic  and  public  service,  new  ex- 
penditures must  be  made  and  new  revenues  therefor  must  be 
secured. 

When  the  entire  expenditure  needful  to  carry  out  the  improve- 
ments herein  ordered  shall  have  been  determined  with  reasonable 
accuracy,  there  can  then  be  an  allocation  of  the  amount  to  be 
borne  respectively  by  the  borough  for  the  fire  protection  and  pub- 
lic service  rendered  to  it  as  a  municipality,  and  by  the  resident 
consumers  for  their  domestic  uses. 

[10]  The  contention  of  the  complainants,  that  the  agreement 
entered  into  by  the  borough  and  the  water  company  binds  the 
latter  forever  and  that  the  rates  can  never  be  changed,  is  without 
merit.  It  is  for  an  indeterminate  period,  and  in  so  holding  we 
follow  the  ruling  in  Turtle  Creek  v.  Pennsylvania  Water  Co.  243 
Pa.  415,  90  Atl.  199. 

After  giving  due  and  careful  consideration  to  all  the  evidence 
presented,  the  Commission  is  of  opinion  and  so  finds: 

I.  The  rates  fixed  and  filed  of  record  by  the  Consimiers  Water 
Company  for  the  supply  of  water  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
borough  of  Montrose,  yielding  as  they  do  a  return  approximately 
of  $4,000  per  year  upon  an  investment  of  $61,647.71,  are  not 
excessive,  unjust,  or  unreasonable. 

H.  The  water  supplied  for  domestic  purposes  should  be  im- 
proved and  purified  by  one  of  three  methods : 

A.  By  installing  such  filtering  devices  as  may  be  approved 
by  the  commissioner  of  health  of  Pennsylvania,  as  well  as  Iq^  this 
Commission,  and  that  the  watershed  about  Jones  lake,  the  source 
of  supply,  be  guarded  and  patrolled ;  or 

B.  That  a  ground  supply  of  water  to  be  approved  by  the  com- 
missioner of  health  of  Pennsylvania  be  established  by  the  drilling 

P.U.R.1918C.  66 


866  PENNSYLVANIA  PUBLIC  SEKVICE  CX)MMISSION. 

of  as  many  wella  at  such  depth  and  the  erection  of  the  necessary 
pumping  stations  as  will  give  to  the  borough  of  Montrose  an  ade- 
quate supply;  or 

C.  Continuing  Jones  lake  as  the  source  of  supply,  that  it  be 
guarded  and  patrolled,  and  that  there  shall  be  installed  a  com- 
plete and  fuU  liquid  chlorine  sterilization  plant  with  proportion- 
ate feeding  devices  gaged  to  the  amount  of  water  to  be  pumped 
for  domestic  use.  Such  method  of  treatment  to  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  commissioner  of  health  of  Pennsylvania. 

III.  That  complete  and  detailed  plans  and  specifications,  to- 
gether with  a  complete  and  detailed  estimate  of  the  cost  of  instal- 
lation and  method  and  cost  of  operation  of  that  one  of  the  three 
methods  "A"  or  *TB"  or  "C"  which  shall  have  been  chosen  by  the 
respondent  to  be  installed,  shall  be  prepared  by  it  and  filed  with 
the  Commission  within  sixty  days. 

IV.  That  complete  and  detailed  plans  and  estimates  of  the  cost 
of  the  improved  public  or  fire  protection  service  shall  be  pre- 
pared and  filed  with  the  Commission,  and  copies  thereof  served 
upon  and  deposited  with  the  chief  oflBcers  of  the  complainant 
borough  within  sixty  days. 

V.  That,  within  four  months  after  the  approval  by  this  Com- 
mission of  all  the  foregoing  plans  and  specifications,  the  work 
proposed  thereunder  shall  be  finished  and  completely  installed 
by  the  respondent 

[11]  VI.  That  immediately  upon  the  approval  of  said  plans, 
specifications,  and  estimates,  a  new  schedule  of  rates,  with  de- 
tailed supporting  data,  shall  be  submitted  by  the  respondent  to 
the  Commission,  which  shall  be  based  upon  the  payment  of  the 
cost  of  operation  of  the  plant  as  proposed  to  be  improved;  an  al- 
lowance of  2  per  cent  for  depreciation  upon  the  present  value 
of  the  plant  as  herein  fixed  as  well  as  2  per  cent  upon  the  amount 
herein  ordered  to  be  expended ;  and  that  will  secure  a  return  of  8 
per  cent  upon  the  value  as  fixed  by  us  of  the  existing  plant,  m 
addition  to  the  amount  to  be  expended. 

Chairman  Ainey  did  not  participate  in  the  consideration  or 

finding  in  this  report  and  order. 
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MABTHA  C.  MAGEB 

V. 

PENN  CENTBAL  LIGHT  &  POWEB  COMPANY. 

[Complaint  Docket  No.  1581.] 

Payment  —  Diaoontinuance  for  nonpayment, 

1.  A  nile  of  a  utility  company  reserying  the  right  to  discontinue 
its  service  without  notice,  in  case  the  consumer  is  in  arrears,  ia  unrea* 

sonabie. 

Payment  —  DUcontinuance  for  nonpayment  —  Bankruptcy. 

2.  Discontinuanoe  of  service  for  nonpayment  cannot  be  based  upon 
a  claim  discharged  by  bankruptcy. 

Paiymient  —  IHaoontinwtnem  —  JHepuied  elaifn, 

3.  Nonpayment  of  a  customer's  bill  does  not  justily  the  disconp 

tinuance  of  his  service  without  notice  where  the  claim  is  disputed. 

[April  1, 1918.] 

Complaint  demanding  the  restoration  of  service;  sustained. 

Rilling,  Commissioner:  The  Penn  Central  Light  &  Power 
Company^  the  respondent,  renders  electric  service  without  compe- 
tition to  the  public  in  the  city  of  Altoona.  It  has  properly  filed 
with  the  Commission  and  posted  its  schedule  of  rates,  and  its 
rules,  in  which  it  is  provided,  inter  alia,  as  follows: 

Payments. 

'^10.  All  bills  will  be  rendered  and  payable  monthly  at  the 
ofBce  of  the  company  within  ten  (10)  days  after  the  bill  is  mailed 
or  presented.  The  company  reserves  the  right  to  discooitinue  its 
service  without  notice  in  case  the  consumer  is  in  arrears  of  the 
company's  bills  or  fails  to  comply  with  these  rules  and  regula* 
tiona." 

Rviea  and  Regulations  far  Electric  Light  and  Power. 

[1-3]  ^^14.  The  company  reserves  the  right  to  discontinue  its 
service  without  notice  in  case  the  consumer  is  in  arrears  in  the 
payment  of  the  company's  bills,  or  fails  to  comply  with  these 
rules  and  regulations." 

Pursuant  to  these  rules,  the  respondent  refused  serviee  io  com- 
plainant, Martha  C.  Magee^  under  the  following  facts  estaUished 
by  the  evidence: 
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Thomas  G.  Magee,  the  husband  of  complainant^  formerly  re- 
sided at  1203  Fourteenth  avenue,  where  he  was  engaged  in  the 
manufacture  of  ice  cream.  Eespondent  rendered  service  to  said 
Thomas  G.  Magee  at  his  ice  cream  factory,  stable,  and  residence. 

Having  failed  in  business,  he  filed  a  petition  in  bankruptcy 
December  5,  1913.  His  schedule  of  debts  included  the  claim  of 
respondent  for  about  $800  for  service  rendered  by  it  up  to  that 
date.  A  certificate  of  discharge  was  granted  said  bankrupt  on 
October  14,  1916,  discharging  him  of  all  debts  and  claims  which 
existed  on  December  5,  1918. 

After  the  filing  of  petition  in  bankruptcy  in  1913,  the  manu- 
facturing of  ice  cream  was  continued  at  the  same  place,  with  the 
knowledge  of  respondent,  by  Martha  C.  Magee,  complainant  Ko 
change  was  made  in  the  accounts  of  respondent  for  the  continued 
service,  the  same  being  charged  to  Th<Hnas  G.  Magee  as  formerly. 
Payments  were  made  thereon  out  of  the  business  as  then  carried 
on.  The  ice  cream  business  as  conducted  by  complainant  was 
discontinued  about  January  1, 1916. 

A  payment  was  made  to  respondent  in  September,  1913,  of 
$482.75,  by  its  accepting  a  note  of  Thomas  G.  Magee  for  that 
amount  for  ninety  days,  indorsed  by  his  brother,  Richard  Magee, 
on  which  $100  has  been  paid.  Witness  for  respondent  testified 
that  the  balance  of  the  claim  of  respondent  on  March  1,  1917, 
against  Thomas  G.  Magee,  was  $836.63,  not  including  balance 
due  on  said  note.  If  said  note  were  included,  the  amount  would 
be  $1,324.91. 

The  said  Thomas  G.  Magee  denies  the  claim  of  respondent,  and 
testified  that  he  is  not  indebted  to  respondent  in  any  amount. 
The  dispute  between  the  parties  may,  in  part  at  least,  be  ex- 
plained by  the  fact  that  payments  made  for  service  after  the 
bankruptcy  were  applied  by  respondent  on  the  account  accruing 
prior  thereto. 

By  analyzing  the  account  filed  by  respondent  and  marked  ex- 
hibit "C,"  it  wx)uld  appear  that  payments  made  after  December 
5,  1913,  amounting  to  $403.78,  were  applied  by  it  upon  its  ac- 
count for  service  rendered  prior  to  that  date.  Said  account,  how- 
ever, does  show  that  there  is  a  balance  due  respondent  from 
Thomas  G.  Magee  for  service  rendered  to  his  wife  after  Decem- 
ber 6,  1913. 
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No  service  was  rendered  by  respondent  to  eiliier  the  complain- 
ant or  her  husband  during  the  year  1916.  Early  in  January, 
1917,  they  leased  a  dwelling  house  at  No.  908  Twentieth  avenue, 
the  lease  being  made  in  the  names  of  both.  On  January  12, 1917, 
after  the  lease  had  been  made,  the  said  Thomas  G.  Magee  signed 
an  application  to  respondent  for  service  to  their  new  residence, 
the  application  being  signed  in  the  name  of  the  wife  by  the  hus- 
band, with  her  authority,  and  a  deposit  of  $2  was  paid.  The 
complainant  and  her  husband  on  January  18,  1917,  moved  into 
their  new  home,  in  which  the  respondent  had  been  supplying 
service  to  a  former  tenant,  who  vacated  Ae  premises  without  no- 
tice to  respondent  and  whose  service  had  not  been  discontinued. 
The  respondent  sent  its  employee  to  the  premises  soon  after  they 
were  occupied  by  complainant,  with  instructions  to  read  the 
meter  and  remove  the  same.  When  this  employee  was  told  that 
an  application  had  been  signed  and  a  deposit  made,  the  meter 
was  not  removed.  The  respondent  was  later  denied  the  right  to 
remove  the  meter. 

The  application  for  service  was  referred  to  the  proper  officer 
of  the  company,  and  on  account  of  the  claim  against  Thomas  6. 
Magee  for  the  service  rendered  prior  to  1916,  was  refused,  and 
notice  of  such  refusal  was  given  to  the  husband  of  complainant. 

Current  was  furnished  at  the  house  of  complainant  until 
March  8, 1917,  when  respondent  had  the  service  wire  cut.  At  no 
time  was  any  bill  rendered  to  complainant,  nor  was  any  demand 
made  for  payment  of  this  service.  Complainant  offered  to  pay 
for  same,  but  such  payment  was  refused.  Payments  for  this  serv- 
ice, if  made,  would  have  been  paid  out  of  earnings  of  the  husband 
and  his  son,  the  complainant  having  no  funds  of  her  own. 

The  complaint  was  filed  July  2,  1917.  The  deposit  of  $2 
made  when  the  application  was  signed  was  returned  to  complain- 
ant by  registered  letter  after  the  complaint  was  filed. 

Eespondent  in  its  answer  contends  that  it  has  the  right,  under 
its  rules,  to  refuse  service  to  premises  designated  in  the  applica- 
tion, on  account  of  its  claim  against  Thomas  G.  Magee,  alleging 
that  the  making  of  the  application  therefor  in  the  name  of  the 
wife  was  a  mere  subterfuge,  that  the  application  was  really  the 
application  of  Thomas  G.  Magee. 

On  account  of  the  conclusion  we  have  reached  we  do  not  deem 
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it  necessary  to  pass  upon  the  claim  made  by  respondent  that  the 
application  of  Martha  C.  Magee  was  not  made  in  good  faith. 

^Ve  are  of  opinion  that,  imder  all  of  the  facts  as  disclosed  by 
the  evidence,  respondent  should  not  refuse  its  service  at  the  new 
residence  of  complainant  as  applied  for,  and  that  the  applicaiion 
of  the  rule  under  which  it  sedcs  to  refuse  such  service  is  unrea- 
sonable. So  much  of  its  account  against  Thomas  G.  Magee  as 
was  owing  on  December  5,  1913,  waa  discharged  by  operation  of 
law,  and  cannot  be  assigned  as  a  reason  for  refusing  service  in 
the  f  utxire.  The  respondent  extended  credit  to  Thomas  6.  Magee 
after  December  5,  1913,  by  charging  to  him  the  service  rendered 
to  his  wife  in  the  business  carried  on  by  her  with  its  knowledge^ 
and  it  also  applied  payments  made  out  of  the  business  so  carried 
on  by  her  on  its  account  scheduled  in  the  bankruptcy  proceedings. 
With  its  account  for  services  rendered  prior  to  December  5, 1913, 
unpaid,  the  respondent  might  have  protected  itself  for  the  pay- 
ment of  service  rendered  thereafter  by  enforcing  its  rule,  either 
requiring  security  or  the  payment  of  a  deposit  At  most  it  was 
not  required  to  furnish  service  for  more  than  one  month  on  credit 

Thomas  G.  Magee  failed  in  business.  He  surrendered  his 
property  to  the  law  in  satisfaction  of  his  debts.  Bespondent 
could  not  have  questioned  his  integrity  or  good  faith,  otherwise 
it  would  not  have  extended  credit  thereafter  to  him  for  the  serv- 
ice it  rendered  to  his  wife.  The  entire  elaim  of  respondent,  what- 
ever it  may  be,  however,  is  disputed.  It  should  not  ask  to  sit  in 
judgment  in  its  own  case. 

The  complaint  is  sustained,  and  an  order  will  be  issued  re- 
quiring respondent  to  render  the  service  aaked  for  in  the  applica- 
tion. 


WISCONSIN  RAIIiROAD  OOMMISSION. 

RE  WISCONSIN  GAS  &  ELECTRIC  COMPANY. 

[U-1176.] 

Return  —  Ooa  —  JSmergeney  reUef. 

1.  It  is  unnecessary  to  authorize  emergency  relief  with  a  vie^  *>' 
putting  a  gas  company  on  the  same  financial  basis  which  obtained  in 
a  year  during  which  it  had  a  gross  income,  even  after  maldng  amplo 
provision  for  depreciation,  of  about  10  per  cent  on  the  cost  of  its  prop- 
erty. 
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Meium  —  Otts  —  Emergency  relief  —  Factora  considered, 

2.  In  determining  whether  emergency  relief  should  be  granted  a 
gas  company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  considered  not  only  the  in- 
creased price  of  coal,  but  the  facts  that  the  company  had  borne  the 
burden  of  increased  prices  for  a  considerable  period  for  which  no  re- 
lief was  available;  that  the  cost  of  labor  had  increased^  and  that  ma- 
terials other  than  fuel  had  also  increased. 

Return  —  Retisonableness  —  Policy, 

3.  While  it  is  desirable  that  public  utility  rates  be  as  low  as  con- 
sistent with  the  cost  of  securing  capital,  they  must  not  be  so  low  as  to 
increase  the  cost  of  securing  it,  or  as  to  make  it,  in  war  time,  almost 
impossible  to  get. 

[March  30,  1918.] 

Application  for  authority  to  increase  rates ;  granted. 

By  the  Commission:  Application  in  the  above-entitled 
matter  was  filed  with  the  Commission  September  21,  1917,  in 
the  form  of  a  cross  petition  and  answer  to  a  complaint  previously 
filed  by  the  city  of  Kenosha  against  the  Wisconsin  Gas  &  Elec- 
tric Company,  which  complaint  alleged,  among  other  things, 
that  gas  rates  in  Kenosha  were  excessive  and  discriminatory  by 
comparison  with  the  rates  charged  in  the  city  of  Racine. 

Hearings  on  this  application  were  held  at  Madison,  October 
24,  1917,  and  December  8,  1917.  The  company  was  represented 
by  Van  Dyke,  Shaw,  Muskat,  &  Van  Dyke;  the  city  of  Racine 
by  E.  R.  Burgess,  city  attorney;  and  the  city  of  Kenosha  by 
John  C.  Slater,  city  attorney. 

Applicant  alleges  that  the  increased  cost  of  furnishing  gas 
service  has  been  such  that  immediate  relief  is  needed,  and  asks 
.  that  an  ad  interim  order  be  entered  granting  such  relief,  pend- 
ing the  decision  of  the  Commission  in  the  matter  of  the  com- 
plaint brought  by  the  city  of  Kenosha.  Following  the  hearing, 
briefs  were  submitted  on  behalf  of  the  various  parties  interest- 
ed. On  behalf  of  the  city  of  Racine  a  brief  was  submitted  tend- 
ing to  show  that  the  valuation  of  the  company's  property  is  very 
much  less  than  the  amount  used  by  the  company  in  its  computa- 
tions, which  is  stated  to  have  been  obtained  by  adding  to  a 
valuation  made  by  this  Commission  in  connection  with  a  former 
proceeding  the  net  additions  made  subsequent  to  that  valuation, 
and  tending  to 'show  that  the  company  has  earned  an  excessive^ 
return  over  a  period  of  a  number  of  years,  and  that  these  facts 
lead  to  the  conclusion  that  emergency  relief  is  not  required. 

We  do  not  believe  it  is  necessary,  in  connection  with  this  pro- 
ceeding, to  review  with  any  degree  of  completeness  the  facts  as 
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to  the  valuation  of  the  properly  or  the  rate  of  retam  which  has 
been  earned  in  the  past.  The  following  tables  contain  the  in- 
come accounts  of  the  Bacine  and  Kenosha 'gas  divisions  of  the 
Wisconsin  Gas  &  Electric  Company  for  the  last  four  fiscal  years, 
for  which  reports  have  been  filed  with  the  Commission : 

INCOME  ACCOUNTS-BACINB  GAS  DIVISION,  WISCONSIN  GAS  ft  BLECTBIC 

COMPANY. 


Operating  Revenue*. 


Commercial  earnings  

Industrial  earnings  

Power  earnings 

Total  earnings  from  gas  

Earnings  from  residuals  (net)   

Miscellaneous  earnings  from  operation 

Total  operating  revenues 

Operating  Expeneee. 

V  roduc  tion    

Distribution   

Commercial 

General    

Undistributed    

Total  of  above  Items  

Dep recia tion    

Taxes    • 

Total  operating  expenses  

Net  operating  revenue 

Nonoperating  revenues  

Gross  income  


Year  Ended  Jirne  SO 


1914. 


$230,154.98 

18.232.25 

64961.97 


1254,649.20 

170,017.51 

>  8,959.68 


$416,707.13 


$217,352.49 

18.688.61 

16,060.53 

16,196.86 

8,986.51 


$272,278.90 
17,091.09 
18,782.44 


$808,152.43 


$107,554.70 
3.584.92 

$111,139.62 


1916. 


1916. 


1917. 


$236,743.73  $240,794.47  $261,715.79 

26,578.45:      30.763.26       44,295.55 

5,077.71]        3,62609!        2.885.36 


$268,399.89 
142,014.54 
^33,255.06 


$275,183.92    $308,896.70 
179,017.64      266,627.24 


$877,159.37 


$454,201.76 


$199,898.29    $222,835.48 


12,414.11 

16,045.10 

15,697.16 

8,756.08 


$252,710.74 
19,640.52 
22,787.69 


$295,088.95 


$82,120.42 
4,956.33 


18,210.94 
17,553.26 
18,097.34 
10,990.75 


$287,687.77 
22,095.66 
23.390.38 


$&75,52S.M 


$307,044.17 

20,248.94 

18,851.84 

25.599  J36 

6,606.33 


$878,350.64 
28,427.89 
16,256.21 


$333,178.71'  $417,034.74 


$m,028.05,  $158,489 JO 
9,278.69;        6,871.21' 


$87,076.75'   $130,306.74    $165,360.41 


INCOME  ACCOUNTS-KENOSHA  GAS  DIVISION,  WISCONSIN  GAS  ft  ELEC- 
TRIC COMPANY. 


Operating  Revenuee. 


Commercial  earnings 
Industrial  earnings  .. 
Power  earnings  


Total  earnings  from  gas  

T\ftrnings  from  residuals    (net)    

Miscellaneous  earnings  from  operation 


Total  operating  revenues  . 

Operating  Expenses, 

Production    

Distribution   

Commercial    

General    

Undistributed    


Total  of  above  items 

T^opreciatlon     

Taxes    


Total  operating  expenses 


Net  operating  revenue 
Nonoperating  revenues  ... 


Gross  income 


Year  Ended  June  80 


1914. 


$106,115.21 
15,614.29 


$128,729.50 
128.66 


$123,858.16 


$35,013.96 
9,226.47 

6,703.77 
5,00o.44 
8,168.84 


$69,117.98 

13,411.34 

6,020.51 


$7S.549.83 


$45,308.33 
1.230.46 


1916. 


$46,538.79 


$109,359.74 
14.817.34 


$124,177.08 


$124,177.06 


$84,957.24 

4.866.84 
6,579.13 
5,3S3.57 
3,212.70 


$54,999.48 

13,414.78 

7,131.49 


$75,545.75 


$48,631.33 
1,178.08 


$49,809.41 


1916.       !      1917. 


$121,154J5    $133.697Jd 

20,588.27       26,929.65 


$141,682.42 


$160,626.94 


$141,692,481  $160,626.94 


$81,485.80 
7,212.59 
8,515.171 
5,959.18 ; 
4,801.66 

$67,323.80 
18,138.02* 
10,308.97; 


$41«871.08 

12.243.17 

10,817J4 

8,^.16 

4.973.64 

$78,181.24 
16.530.83 
13,649.67 


$86,770.69    $108,36L79 


$65,921.73:     $62,265.15 
2,846  Ji;        4,880.87 


$58,268,641    $G7,146.0ft 


»  Deficit. 
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.The  company's  exhibit  "A,"  based  upon  the  valuation  pre- 
viously mentioned  and  with  the  additi<m  of  net  capital  expend- 
itures as  reported  to  the  Railroad.Cpmmission  since  that  date, 
indicates  a  cost  new  of  the  Racine  plant  of  $1,362,726,  and  of 
the  Kenosha  plant  of  $739,041  as  of  June  30,  1917,  In  con- 
nection with  the  tables  shown  above  it  will  be  noted  that  the  ac- 
count, "Miscellaneous  earnings  from  operation,"  shows  deficits 
for  the  years  1914  and  191^  for  the  Eacine  plant.  This  con- 
dition appears  to  have  been  due  to  an  adjustment  of  the  residuals 
accounts  in  accordance  with  an  inventory  taken  May  25,  1914. 
In  connection  with  its  report  to  the  Commission  for  the  year 
1914,  the  company  made  the  following  statement: 

"Our  book  value  showed  $51,205.04  more  coke,  tar,  and 
ammonia  than  actual  stock,  same  being  a  clerical  error  in  charg- 
ing our  residuals  improperly.  All  coal  carbonized  at  the  rate 
of  $1.10  per  ton  will  be  charged  to  miscellaneous  revenue  until 
said  amount  is  properly  taken  care  of  on  our  books." 

It  appears,  therefore,  that  at  least  for  the  year  1915  operat- 
ing results  were  much  better  than  would  be  indicated  by  the 
amount  of  gross  income  for  the  Eacine  plant  reported  for  that 
year. 

The  provision  which  the  company  has  made  for  depreciation 
is  apparently  somewhat  low ;  but  even  with  consideration  given 
to  the  reasonableness  of  making  a  laiger  provision  for  deprecia- 
tion than  appears  in  the  income  accoimts  above,  it  is  clear  that 
the  Kenosha  and  Eacine  plants  during  the  four  years  exhibited 
in  the  foregoing  tables  made  a  very  favorable  showing.  In  so 
far  as  the  history  of  operations  prior  to  June  30,  1917,  has  a 
bearing,  therefore,  we  are  not  convinced  that  the  condition  has 
been  such  as  would  warrant  the  Commission  in  granting  emer- 
gency relief  on  account  of  unfavorable  conditions  of  a  temporary 
or  minor  nature.  When  we  come  to  the  conditions  existing  since 
June  30th,  however,  the  situation  is  somewhat  different.  Data 
submitted  by  the  petitioner  in  connection  with  the  case  show 
the  amount  available  for  depreciation  and  return  by  months 
from  July  1,  1917,  to  January  31,  1918,  as  follows: 

July $15,214.58 

August   2,176.12 

September    8,106.54 

October     19,034.61 
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November $7,685.3& 

December   18,924.00 

January  . . , 3,560.47 

Total    $74,701.70 

For  the  thirteen  months  ended  January  31,  1918,  the  total 
available  for  depreciation  and  interest  for  the  Lake  Shore  divi- 
sion was  $169,559.95. 

During  the  year  ended  June  30,.  1917,  the  company  reported 
65,351  tons  of  coal  carbonized  and  a  gas  yield  per  pound  of  coal 
of  4.78  cubic  feet.  The  yield  of  gas  has  varied  somewhat  since 
the  close  of  the  last  fiscal  year,  due  in  part  to  the  character  of 
the  coal  received  under  the  plan  of  pooling  coal  stocks  at  Lake 
Erie  points,  and  in  part  to  deterioration  in  coal  stored  at  Kacine. 
It  is  stated  that  for  the  month  of  January,  1918,  the  yield  was 
only  4.12  cubic  feet  per  pound  of  coal.  During  the  year  ended 
June  30,  1917,  the  cost  of  coal  per  ton  at  the  plant  was  reported 
as  $3.28,  although  as  computed  from  the  amount  charged  to  pro- 
duction expense  for  coal  carbonized  the  average  price  was  $3.54. 
Upon  the  basis  of  the  reported  cost,  the  cost  of  coal  carbonized 
per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  made  was  34.2  cents,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  cost  as  computed  it  was  37  cents.  The  company's 
report  shows  that  about  6.4  per  cent  of  the  gas  was  lost  and  \m- 
accounted  for  during  the  past  year,  so  that  upon  the  basis  of  gas 
sold  the  coal  cost  would  amount  to  about  86.7  cents  at  a  price 
of  $3.28  per  ton,  and  39.6  cents  at  a  price  of  $3.54  per  ton. 

During  the  summer  and  fall  of  1917,  the  company  experienced 
considerable  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  supply  of  gas  coal,  and, 
while  it  has  obtained  sufficient  coal  to  carry  it  through  the  closed 
season,  it  appears  from  the  testimony  that  this  coal  is  not  of  as 
good  a  grade  as  was  previously  used  in  its  gas  plant  It  appears 
that  out  of  purchases  of  approximately  80,000  tons,  about  80,000 
tons  were  made  at  a  price  such  that  the  cost  unloaded  at  Bacine 
was  $7.60  per  ton  and  the  greater  part  of  the  balance  at  a  price 
which  made  the  cost  at  Racine  $6.35  per  ton.  The  company^s 
exhibit  "G^'  places  the  average  coal  cost  for  the  period  from 
October,  1917,  to  April,  1918,  at  $6,768  per  ton,  which  is  ap- 
proximately the  figure  which  would  be  obtained  by  weighting 
the  purchases  mentioned  above  by  the  cost  price. 

On  the  basis  of  a  price  of  $6.77  per  ton  and  a  yield  as  good  as 
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that  obtained  during  the  year  ended  June  80,  1917,  the  cost  of 
coal  carbonized  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  made  would  bo 
about  70.7  cents,  and  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold  about 
75.5  cents.  These  comparative  figures  may  be  perhaps  more 
clearly  expressed  in  tabttlar  form  as  below : 


Cost  per  H  cu.  It.  made 
Cost  per  M  cu.  ft.  sold 


At  $3.29  per  Ton. 


34.2  oents 
36.7  ceots 


At  $3.64  per  Ton. 


37     cents 
30.6  cents 


At  $6.77  per  Ton. 


70.7  cents 
75.5  cents 


From  this  it  appears  that  the  effect  of  the  increased  price  at 
which  the  company  has  been  compelled  to  buy  its  coal  has  been 
to  increase  the  cost  of  gas  per  thousand  cubic  feet  sold  by  be- 
tween 35.9  cents  and  38.8  cents,  without  taking  into  considera- 
tion any  decrease  in  the  yield  from  the  average  yield  obtained 
during  the  last  fiscal  year. 

The  company  has  had  difficulty  on  account  of  fires  in  its  coal 
pile,  which  have  had  the  effect  of  lowering  the  quality  of  coal 
used  and  decreasing  the  amount  of  gas  produced  per  pound  of 
coaL  During  February,  1918,  the  water  gas  plant  at  Kenosha 
was  placed  in  operation,  and  during  that  month  the  results  of 
operation  showed  a  considerable  deficit.  During  January,  1918, 
the  amount  available  for  return  and  for  depreciation  was  ap- 
proximately sufiicient  to  cover  the  chai^  to  operating  expenses 
for  depreciation  only,  so  that  on  the  basis  of  the  month  of  Jan- 
uary, 1918,  there  was  nothing  available  for  return  on  investment. 

The  situation  with  regard  to  residuals  is  that  the  net  revenue 
per  ton  of  coke  sold  has  increased  substantially  $2.  The  amount 
of  marketable  coke  has  been  slightly  less  than  1,000  pounds  per 
ton.  of  coal  carbonized,  although  certain  of  the  data  before  us 
indicate  that  under  present  operating  conditions  the  amount  of 
marketable  coke  is  less  than  that  formerly  obtained.  As  an  off- 
set to  this,  consideration  must  be  given  to  the  fact  that  breeze 
which  formerly  had  little  value  is  now  marketable  at  substan- 
tially increased  prices.  An  increase  of  $2  per  ton  in  the  price 
of  coke,  therefore,  would,  in  effect,  reduce  the  gross  price  of  coal 
$1  per  ton,  which  would  amount  to  10.4  cents  per  thousand  cubic 
feet  made,  or  11.1  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  sold.  On  this 
basis  the  net  increase  in  the  cost  of  gas,  due  to  the  increased 
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price  of  coal,  would  amount  to  between  24.8  cents  and  27.7 
cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  sold. 

[1]  We  do  not  believe  it  necessary  to  authorize  emergency 
relief  in  this  case  with  a  view  to  putting  the  company  on  the 
same  financial  basis  which  obtained  during  the  fiscal  year  ended 
June  30,  1917.  During  that  period  the  company  had  a  gross 
income  from  Racine  and  Kenosha,  even  after  making  what  ap- 
pears to  be  ample  provision  for  depreciation,  of  about  10  per 
cent  on  the  cost  of  its  Hacine  and  Kenosha  gas  properties. 

[2]  If  consideration  were  to  be  given  only  to  the  increased 
price  of  coal,  after  offsetting  earnings  from  the  sale  of  residuals, 
it  appears  that  about  15  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  would 
constitute  a  fair  measure  of  relief  to  be  afforded.  However, 
there  are  other  factors  which  must  be  considered  in  judging  of 
what  the  company's  actual  situation  will  be  under  the  terms  of 
this  order.  First,  is  the  fact  that  for  the  month  of  January, 
1918,  after  providing  for  depreciation,  the  amount  available 
for  return  was  practically  nothing,  and  that  for  the  month  of 
February  the  showing  was  much  worse.  Second,  is  the  fact  that 
the  company  has  borne  the  burden  of  increased  prices  for  a  con- 
siderable period  for  which  no  relief  is  available.  Third,  is  the 
fact  that  coal  is  not  the  only  expense  which  has  increased.  Data 
submitted  by  the  company,  for  example,  show  the  following 
changes  in  labor  expenses  of  production  comparing  the  months 
of  January,  1917,  and  January,  1918: 


Eetort  house  labor  

Purifying  labor   

MiscellaneouB  labor 

Labor  maintaining  coal  gas  apparatus 


1917. 


$2,747.01 
724.84 
168.80 
490.89 


$4,131.54 


1918. 


$4,867.08 

1,075.54 

567.07 

677.61 


$7,087.30 


The  above  do  not  include  all  labor  charges  to  production,  but 
are  simply  the  labor  charges  shown  separately  on  the  company's 
monthly  reports.  Taken  by  themselves,  however,  they  show  an 
increase  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  made  of  from  7.7  cents 
to  11.5  cents,  or,  on  the  basis  of  sales,  about  4  cents  per  thousand 
cubic  feet.  It  is  too  well  known  that  labor  expenses  are  increas- 
ing to  require  demonstration  to  show  that  labor  expenses  of  the 
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company  in  general  will  almost  certainly  be  higher  per  unit  of 
sales  during  the  current  year  than  they  were  during  last  year. 

Fourth^  is  the  fact  that  materials  other  than  fuel  used  in  l^e 
operation  of  the  gas  utility  have  increased  in  price  in  keeping 
with  the  general  increase  in  prices  which  has  recently  taken 
place. 

While  it  is  true  that  the  company  has  enjoyed  a  prosperous 
business  in  past  years,  we  think  that  the  case  is  clear  that  emer- 
gency relief  to  the  extent  of  20  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of 
gas  sold  should  be  afforded.  In  this  connection  it  is  of  interest 
to  note  the  results  of  operation  of  the  Wisconsin  Oas  &  Electric 
Ciompany  in  all  departments  for  the  first  two  months  of  the  year 
1918,  although  it  is  not  the  purpose  of  this  case  to  afford  relief 
in  the  form  of  increased  gas  rates  on  account  of  an  unfavorable 
showing  of  other  departments.  The  net  income  of  the  company 
for  the  first  two  months  of  1918  amounts  to  $12,525.26  made  up 
as  follows: 

Railway  $1,138.81 

Electric    20,784.2d 

Heating    6,266.30 1 

Gas 4,141.621 

1  Deficit. 

[3]  The  gross  income,  that  is,  the  total  amount  available  for 
return,  was  $14,281.39.  If  these  two  months  are  fairly  indic- 
ative of  what  the  conditions  will  be  for  the  year,  this  would 
indicate  a  gross  income  for  the  year  of  approximately  $85,000. 
With  a  cost  of  reproduction  for  the  gas  department  alone  of  about 
$2,100,000,  it  is  apparent  that  the  return  for  the  entire  company, 
unless  there  is  a  decided  change  in  conditions,  will  be  much  less 
than  a  fair  return  upon  its  property.  ]!^othing  is  to  be  gained 
in  the  long  run  by  denying  relief  which  is  necessary  to  sustain 
the  company^s  credit.  While  it  is  desirable  that  public  utility 
rates  be  as  low  as  consistent  with  the  cost  of  securing  capital,  it 
must  not  be  overlooked  that  rates  which  are  too  low  really  in* 
crease  the  cost  of  securing  capital,  and,  in  times  like  the  present^ 
make  it  almost  impossible  to  secure  the  capital  needed  for  de- 
velopment and  extension. 

Based  upon  conditions  existing  in  January,  1918,  and  leaving; 
out  of  consideration  the  fact  that  February,  due  in  part  to  causes; 
which  may  be  considered  decidedly  abnormal,  resulted  in  a  much 
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worse  showing  than  did  January,  the  relief  of  20  cents  per  thou* 
sand  cubic  feet  would  enable  the  company  to  earn  about  6  per 
cent  upon  a  value  equivalent  to  the  estimated  cost  of  reproduction 
of  its  gas  properties  in  Racine  and  Kenosha.  We  anticipate  that 
the  actual  results  for  a  year's  operation  under  present  conditicms 
will  be  somewhat  less  favorable  than  this. 

Service  conditions  which  have  been  very  serious  have  made  it 
a  question  how  much  relief  should  properly  be  afforded,  par- 
ticularly in  the  city  of  Kenosha.  Our  records  indicate,  however, 
that  these  service  conditions  have  been  cleared  up.  During  the 
time  that  service  was  unsatisfactory,  the  company  was  carrying 
the  burden  of  increased  costs,  and  we  believe  that  it  is  fair  to 
afford  it  relief  now  as  outlined  in  this  order.  The  relief  herein 
afforded  cannot  properly  be  made  effective  for  any  gas  which 
may  have  been  delivered  by  the  date  of  this  order.  The  order 
will  provide,  however,  for  relief  for  a  limited  period  on  substan- 
tially all  gas  sold  following  the  date  of  the  order. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Wisconsin  Gas  &  Electric  Com- 
pany be  and  the  same  hereby  is  authorized  to  place  in  effect  a 
charge  of  20  cents  per  thousand  cubic  feet  of  gas  sold  in  Racine 
and  Kenosha  in  addition  to  its  present  rates. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  the  surcharge  herein  authorized  shall 
be  effective  for  a  period  of  six  months  for  each  consumer  for  gas 
sold  following  the  next  meter  reading,  taken  in  accordance  with 
the  company's  regular  meter  reading  policy  subsequent  to  the 
date  of  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  customers  be  kept  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible in  the  same  rotation  for  meter  reading,  so  that  the  effect 
of  this  order  shall  be  tomake  the  surcharge  effective  for  a  period 
of  six  months  for  each  customer,  and  for  not  more  than  six 
months  for  any  customer. 

It  is  further  ordered  that,  upon  the  expiration  of  the  period 
herein  fixed,  rates  as  in  effect  January  1,  1918,  shall  be  in  all 
respects  restored  unless  this  order  is  further  modified  by  action 
of  the  Commission. 

The  Conmiission  retains  jurisdiction  to  alter,  amend,  or  re- 
voke this  order  at  any  time,  as  conditions  may  warrant 

Dated  at  Madison,  Wisconsin,  this  30th  day  of  March,  1918. 

Railroad  ConamiBsion  of  Wisconsin,  Henry  R.  Trumbower, 
Carl  D.  Jackson,  and  Joha  S.  Allen,  Commissioners. 

P.U.R.19180. 


RE  FAIB  OAKS  IRRIGATION  DIST.  879 


CAIiIFORNIA  RAH/ROAD  OOBiMISSION. 

BE  FAIB  OAKS  lEEIGATION  DISTRICT. 

[Decision  No.  5163;  Applicati<m  No.  2944.] 

Valuati&n  —  Cost  to  present  owners  —  Foreclosure  sale, 

1.  The  price  paid  for  a  water  system  at  a  foreclosure  sale,  although 
to  be  given  some  consideration  in  determining  what  would  constitute  a 
just  compensation  to  the  present  owners  for  the  property,  cannot  be 
considered  as  fixing  its  sale  Talue. 

Valuation  —  Bights  of  way  —  Adjoining  land  as  hasls  —  JProprtety. 

2.  The  yalue  of  rights  of  way  amounting  to  easementSi  and  not 
ownership  in  fee,  should  be  giyen  some  consideration  in  fixing  the  pur- 
chase price  to  be  paid  for  a  water  system,  but  it  would  be  inequitable 
to  base  this  value  on  the  value  of  adjoining  lands,  where  the  only  evi- 
dence on  the  question  of  value  was  based  on  a  use  of  the  surface,  to 
which  the  utility  had  no  title,  for  agricultural  purposes. 

Valuation  •«  Sale  —  Ket  earnings  —  Consideration. 

3.  In  determinix^  the  just  compensation  to  be  paid  for  a  utility's 
property,  the  California  Commission  will  consider  the  earnings  of  the 
company,  and  accord  this  element  such  weight  as  the  evidence  appears 
to  justify. 

Valuation  —  Sale  —  Water  —  Whole  system, 

4.  The  finding  fixing  the  compensation  to  be  paid  for  a  water  dis- 
tributing system  to  pass  as  a  whole  must  be  a  finding  of  the  value  of 
the  properties  and  rights  as  a  unit. 

[February  27,  1918.] 

Appuoation  of  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  District  to  fix  the  com- 
pensation to  be  paid  for  the  water  distributing  system  owned  by 
O.  A.  Bobertson  in  Fair  Oaks ;  ccmipensation  to  be  paid  fixed  at 
$62,500.  ' 

Appearances :  Frank  F.  Atkinson,  of  Elliott  &  Atkinson  for 
Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  District ;  White,  Miller,  Needham,  &  Har- 
ber  for  0.  A.  Robertson. 

'  By  the  Commission :  This  is  a  proceeding  to  fix  and  deter- 
mine the  just  compensation  to  be  paid  by  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation 
District  for  a  certain  water  distributing  system  which  is  now 
being  operated  in  the  county  of  Sacramento,  state  of  California, 
under  the  name  of  O.  A.  Robertson  Fair  Oaks  Wateir  Service. 

Following  is  a  description  of  the  property  involved  herein, 
which  description  was  submitted  by  the  counsel  for  Fair  Oaks 
Irrigation  District  and  utility : 
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All  that  certain  water  distributing  system,  together  with  all 
pipes,  main  line,  and  laterals,  valves,  water  connections,  taps, 
and  meters  of  every  kind,  nature,  and  description ;  together  with 
all  materials,  equipment,  tools,  and  personal  property,  water 
rights,  water  contracts,  privileges,  and  other  property  of  every 
kind,  nature,  and  description  belonging  thereto  and  used  in  con- 
nection with  said  water  pipe  system ;  together  with  all  rights  of 
way  acquired  and  belonging  to  said  system  now  being  situated 
and  located  in  Fair  Oaks  tract,  Fair  Oaks  town  site,  Fair  Oaks 
addition  No.  1,  and  elsewhere  in  the  county  of  Sacramento,  Cali- 
fornia. 

All  of  which  property  is  more  particularly  described  in  the 
decree  of  foreclosure,  rendered  by  the  superior  court  of  the  coun- 
ty of  Sacramento,  state  of  California,  and  dated  the  20th  day  of 
October,  1916,  in  the  action  entitled  "Sacramento  Valley  Bank 
&  T.  Co.  V.  American  Irrig.  Co.,"  suit  No.  18,534,  and  also  de- 
scribed in  that  certain  Commissioner's  deed,  dated  December  11, 

1916,  made  by  F.  J.  Holland,  Commissioner,  to  O.  A.  Robert- 
son and  recorded  January  25,  1917,  in  volume  461  of  deeds,  at 
page  204  of  the  records  of  Sacramento  oonnty. 

Hearings  were  held  at  Sacramento  on  September  21  and  22, 

1917,  at  which  hearings  testimony  was  introduced  on  behalf  of 
the  irrigation  district,  the  utility,  and  the  Commission's  en- 
gineers for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  value  of  the  distribut- 
ing system  sought  to  be  purchased.  A  further  hearing  was  held 
in  San  Francisco,  at  which  time  certain  differences  as  to  the 
amount  of  property  involved  in  the  various  laterals  as  set  forth 
by  the  appraisal  of  the  Commission's  engineers  and  the  appraisal 
of  the  engineers  for  the  utility  were  explained  and  the  correct 
amount  set  forth.  At  that  time  counsel  for  both  parties  pre- 
sented their  arguments  as  to  what  they  considered  a  just  and 
reasonable  compensation  for  the  property  involved. 

0.  A.  Robertson  Fair  Oaks  Water  Service  is  engaged  in  sup- 
plying water  for  irrigation  and  dom^estic  purposes  to  the  territory 
in  and  around  Fair  Oaks,  Sacramento  county,  California.  The 
present  water  system  now  owned  by  the  O.  A.  Robertson  Fair 
Oaks  Water  Service  is  a  development  of  a  water  system  started 
in  1896  by  the  Howard- Wilson  Publishing  Company  of  Chicago, 
which  company  was  the  owner  of  practically  all  of  the  lands 
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which  are  within  the  boundaries  of  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  Dis- 
trict. As  a  colonization  project  the  Howard-Wilson  Publishing 
Company  owned  both  the  land  involved  ajid  the  water  for  the 
irrigation  of  said  land.  Certain  testimony  was  offered  in  this 
proceeding  which  tended  to  show  that  the  purchasers  of  the  land 
from  the  Howard-Wilson  Publishing  Company  not  only  paid  a 
price  which  included  a  sufficient  sum  to  pay  for  the  irrigation 
system^  its  pipe  lines^  and  laterals^  but  also  that  there  had  been 
a  direct  representation  on  the  part  of  the  Howard-Wilson  Com- 
pany that  this  water  system  and  its  water  rights  were  the  prop- 
erty of  the  colonists.  This  line  of  testimony  was  introduced  for 
the  purpose  of  showing  an  equity  on  the  part  of  the  present  land- 
owners in  the  layatesn.  No  claim  is  made  that  the  owners  of  the 
land  have  any  legal  title  in  the  utility  property.  In  fact,  the 
application  of  the  irrigation  district  recites  that  the  water  dis- 
tributing system  is  now  owned  by  O.  A.  Robertson. 

[1]  It  is  unnecessary  to  recite  the  history  of  this  irrigation 
system  in  any  great  detail.  It  is  sufficient  to  say  that  from  1896 
down  to  1916  the  property  and  the  irrigation  thereof  were 
handled  through  various  sales  agents  and  successors  of  Howard- 
Wilson  Company,  and  that  finally  for  a  nonpayment  of  the  in- 
terest oh  certain  outstanding  bonds  for  which  the  distributing 
system  stood  as  security,  0.  A.  Robertson  representing  certain 
bondholders  purchased  this  system  in  1916,  at  a  sale  on  foreclo- 
sure, and  has  ever  since  and  now  is  the  owner  thereof.  The 
cost  of  this  system  to  0.  A.  Robertson  at  the  foreclosure  sale 
was  $37,571.4:7.  This  purchase  price  was  contributed  by  the 
owners  of  $62,000  worth  of  bonds.  Testimony  was  adduced  by 
counsel  tor  the  irrigation  district,  showing  this  original  cost  to 
the  present  owners,  which  fact  must  be  given  some  consideration 
in  determining  what  would  constitute  a  just  compensation  for 
that  property,  but  serious  consideration  cannot  be  given  to  the 
proposition  that  the  price  paid  for  property  at  a  forced  sale 
fihoxdd  determine  the  value  of  that  property  or  the  just  compen- 
sation to  be  paid  to  the  owner  thereof. 

In  addition  to  the  testimony  offered  by  the  irrigation  district 
upon  the  question  of  equitable  matters  to  be  taken  into  consid- 
eration and  the  original  cost  to  the  utility,  an  appraisal  was 
presented  by  Stephen  E.  Kieffer,  an  engineer  called  as  witness 
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for  the  district.  This  inventory  was  based  upon  the  original 
cost  as  far  as  possible,  and  where  these  costs  were  unavailable 
a  reproduction  cost  new  was  the  basis  for  the  appraisaL  In 
addition  to  the  valuation  upon  these  theories,  Mr.  Eaeffer  also 
testified  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  actual  value  of  the  system  to 
the  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  District  was  less  than  the  appraised 
value,  for  the  reason  that  some  of  the  pipes  of  the  present  sys- 
tem must  be  removed  and  replaced  in  order  that  the  property 
bought  may  render  efficient  service  to  the  irrigation  district 
This  so-called  actual  value  to  the  irrigation  district  was  fixed  by 
him  at  $60,993. 

Appraisals  of  the  property  were  also  presented  at  the  hearings 
by  Geo.  S.  Nickerson  and  Albert  Givan,  engineers,  representing 
O.  A.  Robertson,  and  by  Milo  H.  Brinkley,  one  of  the  0<«miis- 
sion's  hydraulic  engineers.  A  summary  of  these  appraisals  is 
as  follows : 


Nickerson    

ElieffeT    

Commission's  engineers 


Reproduction 
Colt 


$140,645.00 
'i27,890.6o 


ReprodactioB 

Cost,  Less 
DepreciatioB. 


$89,320.00 
72,477.00 
73,484.00 


[2]  In  a  subsequent  estimate,  corrections  were  made  to  Nick- 
erson's  estimate,  raising  his  figure  for  reproduction  cost  less  de- 
preciation to  $90,673.  Corrections  to  Kieffer's  estimate  made 
his  figure  $73,293.  Nickerson  included  in  his  appraisal  an  esti- 
mate for  right  of  way,  amounting  to  $4,551,  no  estimate  having 
been  made  for  right  of  way  by  the  other  engineers.  This  right 
of  way  estimate  not  only  included  land  through  private  property, 
but  also  in  the  public  highway,  it  being  contended  that  values 
for  right  of  way  in  the  highway  should  be  included,  since  the 
property  owners  owTied  to  the  center  of  the  highway,  the  public 
highway  being  in  the  nature  of  an  easement.  The  right  of  ihe 
company  to  lay  pipe  lines  on  the  property  and  on  the  highway 
is  an  easement,  and  not  ownership  in  fee.  The  owner  of  the 
land  continues  to  use  the  surface  of  the  soil  as  before.  It  ap- 
pears to  be  inequitable  to  base  the  value  of  such  right  of  way 
on  the  value  of  adjoining  lands,  since  the  company  does  not  awn 
the  surface  of  the  soil  which  determines  the  value  of  the  land 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  FAIB  OAKS  IRRIGATION  DIST.  883 

for  agricultural  use,  and,  aside  from  evidence  on  the  question 
of  value  for  agricultural  purposes,  no  evidence  was  presented 
which  may  be  used  to  determine  the  value  of  these  rights  of  way. 
We  will,  however,  give  some  consideration  to  this  right  which 
has  some  value  in  determining  a  just  and  reasonable  compensa- 
tion to  be  paid  for  the  property  herein  involved. 

In  addition  to  the  difference  on  the  question  of  rights  of  way, 
a  difference  has  arisen  between  Mr.  Nickerson  and  Mr.  Brink- 
ley's  figures  in  that  Mr.  Niekerson  allowed  an  overhead  of  15 
per  cent  as  against  13  per  cent  allowed  by  Mr.  Brinkley,  and 
also  in  that  Mr.  Kickerson  has  allowed  a  longer  life  to  the  main 
pipe  of  the  system  and  has  included  a  larger  number  of  fittings 
than  has  Mr.  Brinkley.  The  inclusion  of  these  fittings  in  Mr. 
Nickerson's  report  was  due  to  the  revised  inventory  made  by 
agents  of  the  utility  with  which  Mr.  Brinkley  had  not  had  access. 
In  addition  to  the  estimate  of  Mr.  Nickerson,  he  included  a  list 
of  personal  property  which  amotmted  to  $1,017,  to  which  amount 
was  added  the  sum  of  $641  for  pipe  line.  In  tihe  order  accom- 
panying this  opinion  we  shall  base  our  findings  on  the  value  of 
the  system  exclusive  of  personal  property.  By  personal  prop- 
erty we  mean  the  property  owned  by  the  utility  which  is  not  used 
directly  for  conveying  water,  which  consists  of  stock  on  hand, 
fiuch  as  pipe,  meters,  valves,  fittings,  and  accessories  and  miscel- 
laneous tools.  This  is  done  at  the  suggestion  of  the  parties,  be- 
cause there  will  be  prior  to  the  taking  over  of  the  property  by 
the  irrigation  district  certain  additions  or  deductions  from  the 
list  of  personal  property  as  presented  by  the  engineer  for  the 
utility. 

[8,  4]  The  annual  reports  of  this  utility  show  that  no  net 
oamings  have  resulted  from  its  eperation,  and  before  the  rate 
increase  granted  to  it  in  1916,  the  operating  expenses  were 
greater  than  the  revenue.  During  1916  all  of  the  earnings  above 
operating  expenses  were  to  go  back  into  the  system  in  accordance 
with  the  order  of  the  Commission  in  that  rate  case.  Notwitt- 
fitanding  various  additions  and  betterments  to  the  property,  the 
■depreciation  has  been  such  that  the  valuation  of  the  property  by 
ihe  Commission's  engineers  in  1917  was  less  than  the  one  in 
1916.  The  utility  has  always  been  and  now  is  a  liability  rather 
than  an  asset  upon  its  owners  when  viewed  from  an  earning 
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standpoint  In  the  decision  of  this  Commission  in  the  applica- 
tion of  the  city  of  Los  Angeles  to  detennine  the  compensation  to 
be  paid  to  Southern  California  Edison  Company  for  its  electric 
distributing  system,  the  Commission  says:  '^As  we  read  the  an* 
thorities^  they  show  conclusively  that,  although  the  capitalization 
of  net  earnings  is  improper  in  the  determination  of  the  just  com- 
pensation to  be  paid,  courts  and  commissions  which  are  charged 
with  the  duty  of  fixing  and  determining  the  just  compensation 
to  be  paid  in  eminent  domain  proceedings  must  consider  the  net 
earnings  of  the  property  [however]  to  be  taken,  and  must  give 
to  this  factor  the  weight  to  which  they  may  find  it  fairly  to  be 
entitled."     [P.U.R.1916F,  606.] 

After  quoting  from  various  authorities  thej  further  say: 
^^e  conclude  from  the  foregoing  authorities  that,  while  it  is 
not  proper  in  this  proceeding  to  capitalize  the  net  earnings  of  the 
Edison  company  from  the  property  to  be  taken,  it  is  nevertheless 
our  duty  to  give  consideration  to  the  company's  earnings  from 
such  property,  and  to  give  to  this  element  the  weight  to  which, 
in  our  opinion,  after  a  careful  review  of  the  evidence,  it  is  en- 
titled." 

In  accordance  with  that  decision  some  consideration  will  be 
given  to  the  net  earnings  of  the  utility  in  this  case  as  will  be 
given  to  rights  of  way  and  to  the  cost  of  the  physical  structures. 
This  property,  however,  is  to  be  acquired  as  a  whole,  and  the 
finding  on  the  question  of  value  in  this  proceeding  must  be  a 
finding  of  the  value  of  the  properties  and  rights  as  a  unit  The 
necessity  of  making  this  single  ultimate  finding  of  value  is  not 
only  prescribed  by  §  47  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act,  but  is  also 
in  accordance  with  the  decisions  elsewhere.  As  was  said  in  the 
case  of  Brunswick  &  T.  Water  Dist.  v.  Maine  Water  Co.  99  Me. 
377,  59  Atl.  537 :  "There  is  only  one  value.  It  is  the  value  of 
the  structure  as  being  used.'' 

As  was  said  in  a  similar  situation  by  this  Commission  in  the 
matter  of  the  application  of  Marin  Municipal  Water  District 
for  an  order  of  the  Bailroad  Commission  determining  the  jutft 
compensation  to  be  paid  to  Marin  Water  &  Power  Company  for 
its  lands,  property,  and  ri^ts:  "It  must  be  perfectly  evident, 
however,  .  .  •  that  property  such  as  that  owned  by  the  water 
company  in  this  proceeding  does  not  have  a  market  value,  in  the 
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usual  sense  in  which  those  words  are  used.  It  is  not  bought  and 
sold  on  the  market  like  a  bushel  of  wheat,  but  is  a  property  de- 
voted to  a  particular  use  and  subject  only  to  occasional  sale." 
[P.U.R.1915C,  447.] 

With  all  these  considerations  in  mind,  the  Commission  must 
now  find  what,  in  its  opinion,  is  a  just  and  reasonable  compen- 
sation to  be  paid  for  the  property. 

FINDINGS. 

Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  District,  an  irrigation  system  incorpo- 
rated under  the  laws  of  the  state  o^  California,  having  filed  with 
the  Bailroad  Commission  a  petition  setting  forth  the  intention 
of  said  irrigation  district  to  acquire  under  eminent  domain  pro- 
ceedings or  otherwise  the  properties  of  the  O.  A.  Robertson 
Water  Service,  a  public  utility  operating  within  the  boundaries 
of  said  irrigation  district,  and  asking  the  Railroad  Commission 
to  fix  and  determine  a  just  compensation  to  be  paid  to  O.  A. 
Robertson  as  owner  of  said  0.  A.  Robertson  water  service  thereof, 

A  public  hearing  having  been  held,  and  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation 
District  and  O.  A.  Robertson  having  been  accorded  full  oppor- 
tunity to  present  such  evidence  as  they  may  desire  to  submit,  and 
each  of  said  parties  having  presented  such  evidence,  and  the 
Railroad  Commission  of  the  state  of  California  being  fully  ap- 
prised in  the  premises, 

The  Railroad  Commission  hereby  finds  as  a  fact  that  the  just 
compensation  to  be  paid  by  Fair  Oaks  Irrigation  District  to 
O.  A.  Robertson  for  all  the  said  company's  water  distributing 
system,  as  aforesaid,  is  the  sum  of  $62,500.  Said  property  for 
which  said  compensation  is  hereby  fixed  as  just  and  reasonable 
is  described  in  the  opinion  preceding  this  finding  and  excepting 
therefrom  the  personal  property  as  hereinabove  set  forth. 


HAWAII  PUBIilC  UTILITIES  COMMISSION, 

BE  EMIL  C.  PETERS. 

[Decision  No.  3.] 

Service  —  Telephonea  *  Directory  —  IncluMon  of  aU  subscribers  — 

IH4ty. 

A  telephone  utility  issuing  a  directory  and  classified  business 
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list  of  its  subscribers  is  bound  to  Include  therein  in  proper  alpbabetieaJ 
place  the  names,  numbers,  and  addresses  of  all  of  its  then  subscriberer 
and  this  duty  to  subscribers  whose  names  and  numbers  have  been 
omitted  through  inadvertence  is  not  met  by  publiahing  a  list  of  the 
directory  omissions  and  connections  in  local  newspapers  and  sendJn^ 
gummed  slips  containing  the  list  to  its  subscribers,  with  a  request  tbst 
the  names  be  inserted  at  proper  places  in  the  directory. 

[November  1,  1917.] 

Application  by  Emil  C.  Peters  for  an  order  directing  flie 
Mutual  Telephone  Company  to  insert  his  business  telephone 
numbers  and  addresses  in  each  of  its  April,  1917,  directories; 
the  Commission  held  that  it  Vas  the  duty  of  the  utility  to  in- 
clude the  names  and  numbers  of  all  subscriberst  in  the  directory, 
but  in  view  of  the  fact  that  within  a  few  days  from  the  filing  of 
the  amended  complaint  the  company,  in  the  regular  course  of 
its  business,  would  issue  a  new  directory  remedying  the  condition 
eomplained  of,  the  order  prayed  for  was  denied. 

Before  Carden,  Chairman,  and  Thomas,  Commissioner. 

Appearances:  Harry  Edmondson  (Holmes  &  Olson  with 
him)  for  petitioner;  Mason  F.  Pressor  (Frear,  Prosser,  Ande^ 
son,  &  Marz  with  him)  for  Mutual  Telephone  Company;  Watson 
&  Clemens  for  the  Commission.  . 

Cardeiit  Chairman:  The  Mutual  Telephone  Company  is  a 
corporation  engaged  in  the  business  of  operating  a  public,  auto- 
matic telephone  system,  supplying  oonneotions  throughout  the 
various  districts  of  the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu,  and  has 
operated  and  maintained  such  public,  automatic  telephone  sys- 
tem since  August,  1910. 

Emil  C.  Peters,  the  petitioner,  is  an  attorney  at  law  who  has 
for  over  ten  years  past  maintained  offices  in  the  city  and  county 
of  Honolulu  at  rooms  205.  209,  210,  McCandless  Building,  in 
Honolulu,  and  during  all  of  this  time  has  been  a  continuous  sub- 
scriber of  the  Mutual  Telephone  Company. 

For  a  number  of  years  last  past  Mr.  Peters  has  also  subscribed 
for  a  telephone  at  his  residence. 

For  a  number  of  years  past  it  has  been  the  practice  of  the 
company  to  issue  semiannually  a  directory  containing  the  list 
of  subscribers  of  the  telephone  company,  their  addresses  and 
telephone  numbers,  and  in  the  ease  of  business  men,  business 
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houses,  firms,  and  professional  men  to  include  in  a  separate  por« 
tion  of  said  directory  a  ^'classified  business  list"  containing  the 
names  and  telephone  numbexe  of  such  individuals,  firms,  or  cor- 
porations. 

Subsequent  to  the  issuance  by  the  company  of  its  telephone 
directory  for  October,  1916,  Mr.  Peters  instructed  the  company 
to  alter  his  office  telephone  connection,  furnishing  him  two  lines, 
instead  of  one,  as  formerly  used  by  him.  The  company  assigned 
to  him,  in  addition  to  the  number  1,115  theretofore  held  by  him, 
the  number  1,803.  The  telephone  directory  issued  by  the  com- 
pany in  the  month  of  April,  1917,  through  an  unintentional 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  company,  omitted  entirely  Mr.  Peters' 
two  office  numbers  and  his  name  and  address  as  a  person  having 
an  office  telephone.  Mr.  Peters'  name  and  numbers  were  also 
omitted  in  the  classified  business  list.  The  only  mention  made 
of  Mr.  Peters  in  the  April,  1917,  telephone  directory  is  the  in- 
clusion of  his  name,  residence  address,  and  residence  telephone 
number. 

On  April  27,  1917,  one  day  after  the  receipt  by  Mr.  Peters 
of  his  copy  of  the  telephone  directory  for  April,  1917,  the  peti- 
tioner notified  the  company  of  the  omission  of  his  office  num- 
bers, address,  and  name,  with  a  request  that  the  matter  be  imme- 
diately remedied.  From  April  27  until  June  7,  1917,  consider- 
able correspondence  upon  this  subject  took  place  between  Mr. 
Peters,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  Mutual  Telephone  Company 
and  its  attorneys,  on  the  other  hand;  the  last  comgnunication 
being  under  date  of  June  7,  1917.  During  the  course  of  this 
correspondence  the  petitioner  suggested  that  the  matter  would 
be  remedied  to  his  satisfaction,  either  by  the  company  stamping 
his  name,  office  address,  and  office  telephone  numbers  upon  the 
proper  pages  of  each  of  its  April,  1917,  directories  and  classified 
lists  with  a  rubber  stamp;  or,  at  the  election  of  the  company, 
by  causing  to  be  pasted  in  each  of  its  April,  1917,  directories 
and  classified  lists  a  slip  of  paper  bearing  his  name,  office  ad- 
dress, and  office  telephone  numbers  at  the  proper  pages  of  said 
April,  1917,  telephone  directory. 

Subsequent  to  the  complaint  made  by  Mr.  Peters  complaints 

from  some  seven  additional  subscribers  were  filed  with  the  com- 

pany,  two  of  whose  names  and  numbers  had  been  entirely  omit- 
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ted  from  tiie  directory  juBt  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Peters,  the 
remaining  five  being  corrections  in  either  name  or  address. 

Beginning  with  the  month  of  May  the  oompany  took  the  fol- 
lowing steps  toward  corrections  of  the  April,  1917,  directory: 

1.  During  the  month  of  May,  1917,  the  company  caused  to 
be  inserted  in  the  two  newspapers  publiahed  in  the  English  lan- 
guage in  the  city  and  county  of  Honolulu  an  advertisement 
headed, 

Tblephoits  Dibeotobt 
cokrbotions 

Mutual  Telephone  Co. 
Subscribers  are  requested  to  cut  out  the 
following  corrections  and  insert  in  their 
copy  of  the  directory. 

This  advertisement  was  published  three  times  in  each  news- 
paper. 

2.  Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  this  advertisement  the 
company  caused  to  be  printed  a  large  number  of  strips  of  paper, 
gummed  on  one  side,  containing  a  list  of  the  corrections  for  said 
telephone  directory,  and  having  stamped  on  the  face  of  each 
slip  with  a  rubber  stamp  the  following:  "Corrections  for  direc- 
tory. Please  insert  in  your  copy."  These  slips  of  paper  were 
sent  to  each  subscriber  of  the  company  along  with  the  monthly 
telephone  bill  of  each  subscriber  for  the  three  months  following 
the  issuance  of  the  directory.  The  printed  slip  above  mentioned 
bore  all  of  the  corrections  for  the  April,  1917,  directory.  The 
names  on  said  slip,  however,  were  so  close  together  as  to  result 
in  a  strip  not  more  than  -h  of  an  inch  wide  in  the  event  that  a 
subscriber  should  separate  the  names  for  the  purpose  of  pasting 
them  in  their  proper  places  in  the  telephone  book. 

The  complaint  of  the  petitioner  was  filed  with  the  Conmiis- 
sion  at  2:30  p.  m.  October  2,  1917,  and,  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  statute  requiring  not  less  than  two  weeks'  no- 
tice for  a  public  hearing  upon  a  formal  complaint,  a  hearing 
upon  this  matter  was  set  by  the  Commission  for  Thursday,  Octo- 
ber 18,  1917. 

On  October  23,  1917,  the  petitioner  requested  and  was  granted 
leave  to  amend  the  prayer  of  his  complaint,  and  did  amend  the 
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prayer  of  his  complaint  by  requesting  an  order  from  the  Com- 
mission commianding  and  directing  the  company  to  ^^forthwith 
print  or  cause  to  be  printed  on  separate  stickers  the  telephone 
numbers,  name,  and  business  address  of  the  petitioner,  and  mail 
or  deliver  the  same  to  all  persons  and  corporations  who  and 
which  were  in  April,  1917,  and  now  are,  subscribers  to  the  Mu- 
tual Telephone  Company,  and  that  petitioner  have  such  other 
and  further  relief  as  may  be  proper  in  the  premises." 

The  evidence  of  the  company  is  that  on  the  1st  day  of  Novem- 
ber, 1917,  it  intends  to  and  will  close  the  list  of  its  subscribers 
for  the  purpose  of  the  issuance  of  its  November,  1917,  direc- 
tory, which  directory  is  expected  by  the  officers  of  the  company 
to  be  printed  and  issued  to  its  subscribers  on  or  before  JSTovem- 
ber  18,  1917.  The  further  testimony  of  the  officers  of  the  com- 
pany is  that  the  minimum  time  in  which  such  work  can  be  done 
is  about  fifteen  days.  In  other  words,  the  evidence  before  the 
Commission  is  that  the  company  will  commence  the  preparation 
of  a  new  telephone  directory  within  a  period  of  less  than  ten 
days  from  the  date  of  the  amended  prayer  of  petitioner's  com- 
plaint, and  will  make  every  effort  to  deliver  to  each  subscriber 
of  the  company  a  new  telephone  directory  as  soon  as  such  work 
can  be  completed. 

The  Mutual  Telephone  Company,  as  a  public  utility,  is  re- 
quired to  furnish  to  every  subscriber  the  same  service  in  all 
respects  that  is  furnished  to  other  subscribers  under  substan- 
tially similar  circumstances.  If  the  company  issues  a  telephone 
directory  containing  the  telephone  numbers,  names,  and  ad- 
dresses of  its  subscribers,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  company  to  have 
contained  within  that  directory  the  name  and  address  of  all  of 
its  then  subscribes ;  and  the  fact  that  a  name  and  number  have 
been  omitted  through  inadvertence  has  no  bearing  upon  the  obli- 
gation to  render  such  service.  The  same  applies  to  classified 
lists. 

The  situation  confronting  a  public  utilities  commission  dif- 
fers, however,  from  that  confronting  a  court  of  law,  in  that, 
while  in  legal  proceedings  the  mere  existence  of  a  right  entitles 
the  owner  of  such  right  to  his  cause  of  action,  the  duty  of  the 
public  utilities  commission  in  cases  of  this  nature  is  the  granting 
of  affirmative  relief  against  future  violations  of  the  rights  of  the 
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petitioner,  rather  than  a  concern  over  past  violations  or  the 
damage  to  complainant  by  virtue  of  such  violations  of  his  rights. 
This  affirmative  power  of  relief  vested  in  the  Commission  is 
rather  in  the  nature  of  the  power  of  a  court  of  equity  to  grant 
relief  against  the  continuance  of  an  existing  situation,  and,  just 
as  in  the  case  of  equitable  relief,  the  question  of  the  reasonable- 
ness of  an  order  concerning  the  relief  requested  should  and  does 
control  to  a  large  extent  the  issuance  of  such  order. 

Just  as  courts  of  equity  will  and  should  refuse  to  grant  an 
injunction  where  the  issuance  thereof  would  be  useless,  or  as 
courts  refuse  other  extraordinary  remedies  such  as  a  writ  of 
mandamus  when  the  condition  complained  against  will  be 
changed  before  the  writ  can  operate,  so  the  orders  of  this  C(wn- 
mission  should  not  issue  instructing  or  directing  a  company  to 
do  something  which  cannot  reasonably  be  done  prior  to  the  ob- 
viating of  the  difficulty  complained  of  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
business,  or  the  requiring  of  which  would  be  unreasonable  in 
view  of  other  remedies  which  will  occur  within  a  reasonable 
time  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business. 

Thus,  for  example,  if  a  telephone  directory  were  about  to  be 
issued  by  this  company  in  the  course  of  a  week  from  the  date 
of  hearing  it  would  be  unreasonable  for  this  Commission  to  issue 
an  order  instructing  the  company  to  issue  to  its  subscribers 
a  new  book  within  a  period  of  one  week,  or  to  issue  to  its  sub- 
scribers individual  slips  to  be  pasted  in  the  books  already  in  the 
possession  of  the  subscribers  when  the  printing  and  issuance  of 
such  new  book  or  such  slips  would  require  approximately  one 
week  or  more. 

The  above  applies  peculiarly  to  the  case  before  the  Commis- 
sion. The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  petitioner  is 
entitled  to  have  his  name  in  its  proper  plaoe  alphabetically  in 
all  telephone  directories  issued  by  the  company  at  such  time 
as  he  is  a  subscriber,  and  also  to  have  his  name  in  its  proper  place 
in  the  classified  business  directory.  The  Commission  is  also  of 
the  opinion  that  the  gummed  slips  of  paper  bearing  the  entire 
list  of  omissions  and  corrections  from  the  April,  1917,  directory 
which  were  issued  by  the  company  monthly  for  the  three  months 
following  the  issuance  of  the  said  directory,  did  not  accord  to 
the  petitioner  the  same  service  as  was  given  to  other  subscribers 
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xmder  substantially  similar  circumstances,  for  the  reason  that 
the  company  had  neither  authority,  power,  nor  ability  to  require 
subscribers  to  correct  the  company's  telephone  book,  nor  is  it 
probable  that  all  of  the  subscribers  of  the  company  would  so 
correct  their  telephone  book  by  cutting  up  this  list  of  corrections 
and  inserting  each  correction  in  its  proper  place. 

Had  this  complaint  come  before  the  Commission  a  reasonable 
length  of  time  prior  to  the  proposed  issuance  by  the  telephone 
company  of  a  new  telephone  directory,  the  Commission  would 
be  in  a  position  to  reasonably  grant  the  relief  requested.  In 
view  of  the  fact,  however,  and  because  of  the  fact  that  within 
a  period  of  less  than  ten  days  from  the  date  of  the  filing  by  the 
petitioner  of  his  amended  complaint  the  company  will,  of  its 
own  volition  and  in  the  regular  course  of  its  business,  engage  in 
the  preparation  and  issuance  with  all  due  diligence  and  despatch 
•of  a  new  telephone  directory,  it  is,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Oom- 
znission,  unreasonable  at  this  time  to  grant  the  relief  requested. 

The  order  prayed  for  in  the  petition,  both  as  originally  filed 
and  as  amended,  will  be  denied. 

Costs  remitted. 

Commissioner  Gignoux  not  having  been  present  at  the  hear- 
ings or  argument  takes  no  part  in  the  opinion  or  order. 


llil/IXOIS  PUBIilC  tmiilTIES  COMMISSION. 

THOMAS  P.  EDWABDS 

V. 

ASHLAND  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[No.  7628.] 

Service  —  Telephone  —  Discontinuance  —  Use  of  improper  Uingtiage, 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  is  not  ordinarily  justified  by 
a  subscriber's  use  of  improper  language  over  the  wire  in  a  single  in- 
Btanceb 

[March  6,  1918.] 

Petition  to  restore  telephone  service ;  granted. 

Dempcy,  Chairman:    The  complaint  filed  herein  charges  in 
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substance  that  the  respondent,  a  public  utility  operating  a  tele- 
phone system  at  Ashland,  Illinois,  has  discontinued  telephone 
service  to  the  complainant,  and  has  removed  the  telephone  from 
his  residence  without  just  cause.  Complainant  asks  that  an 
order  be  entered  by  the  Commission  requiring  the  respondent 
company  to  restore  his  telephone  service. 

A  hearing  was  held  at  Springfield  on  January  5, 1918.  From 
the  evidence  introduced  at  this  hearing,  it  appears  that  the  com- 
plainant became  a  subscriber  of  the  respondent  in  May,  1917^ 
and  he  received  service  from  respondent  from  that  time  until  the 
latter  part  of  July,  1917,  when  the  service  was  disoontinued 
The  reason  given  by  the  respondent  for  the  discontinuance  of 
service  was  that  the  petitioner  had  used  improper  language  over 
the  telephone  to  respondent's  operators. 

The  evidence  introduced  at  the  hearing  developed  a  sharp  con- 
flict as  to  the  language  used  by  the  petitioner.  However,  peti- 
tioner admitted  making  one  remark  over  the  telephone  which  can- 
not very  well  be  excused.  While  the  remark  made  was  not  ad- 
dressed to  the  telephone  operator,  it  did  have  reference  to'her^ 
and  was  heard  by  her  while  in  the  performance  of  her  duties. 

The  mere  fact  that  a  subscriber  is  paying  for  telephone  service 
cannot  be  considered  as  a  license  to  him  to  abuse  the  right  to 
service.  A  telephone  company  is  expected  to  give  prompt  and 
courteous  service  to  its  patrons ;  but  when  such  service  is  given, 
its  employees  will  not  be  expected  or  required  to  listen  to  disr 
courteous  remarks  or  offensive  language  from  the  patrons  of  the 
company.  In  other  words,  telephone  operators  and  other  em- 
ployees are  entitled  to  courteous  treatment  from  the  users  of 
the  service,  and  the  use  of  vulgar  or  abusive  language  over  a  tele- 
phone line  cannot  be  too  strongly  condemned. 

From  the  record  in  this  case,  it  appears,  however,  that  only 
on  one  occasion  did  the  complainant  indulge  in  offensive  remarks 
over  the  telephone;  and,  while  the  language  used  at  that  time 
would  justify  the  respondent  in  notifying  him  to  desist  from  the 
use  of  improper  language  over  respondent's  telephone  system,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  respondent  applied  too 
harsh  a  remedy  in  removing  complainant's  telephone  and  discon- 
tinuing service  to  him. 

In  other  words,  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  im- 
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proper  conduct  of  a  subscriber  in  a  single  instance  will  not  ordi- 
narily justify  a  discontinuance  of  his  service. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  and  finds  that  telephone 
service  to  the  complainant  should  be  restored. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Ashland  Telephone  Company 
shall,  within  fifteen  days  from  the  date  of  this  order,  restore  to 
Thomas  P.  Edwards,  complainant  herein,  the  telephone  connec- 
tion and  service  of  which  he  has  been  deprived,  and  to  thereafter 
continue  such  service  to  him  on  the  same  terms  and  conditions  as 
service  is  furnished  other  subscribers  similarly  situated* 


n^LlKOIS  PITBIilO  UTIIilTIBS  COMMISSION. 

SAM  COSBY 

V. 

LE  BOY  TELEPHONE  COMPANY. 

[No.  7271.] 

Rates  »  Telephone  ^  Business  or  residential  subscriber. 

A  busiiieafl  rate  should  not  be  charged  for  a  telephone  in  a  dray- 
man's residence^  although  he  has  no  office  in  the  business  part  of  the 
city  and  his  home  telephone  has  at  times  been  used  for  business  calls. 

[March  19,  1918.] 

Complaint  demanding  the  reinstallation  of  a  telephone ;  sus* 
tained. 

Dempcy,  Chairman:  The  complaint  in  this  case  sets  forth 
that  the  complainant,  Sam  Cosby^  is  a  resident  of  the  city  of  Le 
Hoy,  Illinois,  and  is  engaged  in  the  draying  business ;  that  the 
respondent,  Le  Roy  Telephone  Company,  is  a  public  utility ;  that 
prior  to  August  4,  1917,  the  complainant  had  a  telephone  in- 
stalled in  his  residence,  for  which  he  paid  the  respondent  the 
regular  residence  rate ;  that,  on  the  date  last  mentioned,  the  re- 
spondent raised  the  rate  theretofore  charged  for  said  telephone 
on  the  ground  that  the  complainant  was  using  his  telephone  for 
business  purposes,  and  should  pay  the  business  rate.  The  latter 
refused  to  pay  the  higher  rate,  whereupon  his  telephone  service 
wias  discontinued;  the  complainant  seeks  an  order  requiring  the 
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respondent  to  reinstall  his  telephone  and  to  furnish  him  service  at 
the  regular  residence  rate. 

A  hearing  was  held  before  the  Commission  at  Springfield  on 
January  31,  1918 ;  David  B.  McKay,  attorney,  appeared  for  the 
complainant ;  Leslie  J.  Owen,  attorney,  represented  the  respond- 
ent 

It  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  respondent  operates  a 
telephone  system  in  the  city  of  Le  Boy  and  vicinity ;  it  has  a 
claseifieation  for  business  subscribers,  and  charges  a  rate  of  $1.50 
per  month  for  that  service ;  it  also  has  a  dassifioatioii  for  resi- 
dence subscribers  and  charges  such  subscribers  $1.25  per  montk 
The  complainant  is  engaged  in  the  draying  and  delivery  business 
in  the  city  of  Le  Hoy,  but  has  no  office  in  the  business  part  of  the 
city.  Prior  to  August  4,  1917,  he  had  a  telef^wme  in  his  resi- 
dence in  said  city  of  Le  Boy,  for  which  he  paid  the  respondent 
at  the  rate  of  $1.25  per  month. 

The  evidence  further  shows  that  on  August  4,  1917,  the  re- 
spondent notified  the  complainant  that  his  telephone  classification 
would  be  changed;  that  he  would  from  that  date  be  classified  as 
a  business  subscriber,  and  would  be  charged  the  rate  of  $1.50 
per  month.  The  complainant  refused  to  pay  the  increased  rate^ 
consequently  the  respondent  discontinued  his  telephone  service 
and  removed  his  telephone. 

The  question  involved  herein  is  whether,  under  the  facts  pre- 
sented, the  complainant  is  entitled  to  telephone  service  at  the  rate 
charged  for  residence  service,  or  whether,  as  contended  bj  the 
respondent,  he  should  be  required  to  pay  the  business  rate. 

It  is  contended  by  the  telephone  company  that,  because  the 
complainant  is  in  business  in  the  city  of  Le  Boy  and  has  no  office 
in  the  business  part  of  the  city,  but  has  had  a  telephone  in  his 
residence  which  at  times  has  been  use<l  for  business  calls^  he 
should  be  classified  as  a  business  subscriber.  In  support  of  its 
position,  respondent  relies  upon  rule  F  of  Conference  Buling  No. 
13  (now  General  Order  18)  of  this  Commission,  which  reads  in 
part  as  f  oIIovtb  :  '^Where  the  place  of  business  and  the  residence 
of  a  subscriber  are  in  the  same  premises,  and  no  telephone  is  in- 
stalled in  the  place  of  business,  residence  rates  should  be  charged 
for  the  telephone  installed  in  the  residence." 
We  are  unable  to  agree  with  the  respondent  as  to  the  applica- 
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tion  of  the  above  rule  to  the  facts  in  the  instant  case.  The  evi- 
dence of  the  complainant  is  to  the  effect  that  he  has  no  office  in 
his  residence ;  that  he  keeps  no  books  of  account  there ;  that  he  is 
usually  at  home  only  at  mealtimes  and  at  night,  and  that  his 
business  is  not  carried  on  at  his  residence.  There  is  some  evi- 
dence to  the  effect  that  a  check  was  made  by  the  respondent  in  an 
effort  to  ascertain  the  number  of  business  calls  then  being  made 
over  complainant's  telephone,  but  no  evidence  was  introduced 
sho-wdng  the  result  of  that  check.  While  it  is  generally  recognized 
that  the  use  of  a  telephone  and  its  location  determine  its  classifi- 
cation, however,  where  a  telephone  is  installed  in  a  private  resi- 
dence and  the  subscriber's  place  of  business  is  not  located  on  the 
same  premises,  the  mere  fact  that  business  calls  are  occasionally 
made  over  that  telephone  does  not  justify  its  classification  as  a 
business  telephonoL 

From  a  careful  consideration  of  all  the  evidence,  the  Commis- 
sion is  of  the  opinion  and  finds  that  the  complainant's  place  of 
business  is  not  in  his  residence,  and  that  he  is  entitled  to  tel- 
ephone service  at  the  regular  rate  charged  for  residence  service. 


IXDIANA  PUBIflO  SWELVtCm  COMMISStOW. 

COMMBEOIAL  C3LUB  OF  TEBRE  HAUTE  et  al. 

V. 

TBEEB  HAUTE  WATBSWOBKS  COMPANY. 

[No.  318.] 

BE  TEERB  HAUTE  WATBBWOKKS  COMPANY. 

[No.  2807.] 

ReU$m  -*  Stnergencu  conditions  —  Con^pany  tsredit, 

1.  While  public  utilitieB  should  bear  a  part  of  the  burden  of  the 
war,  Buch  burdens  should  not  be  such  as  win  make  it  difficult  or  next  to 
impomible  for  them  to  meet  their  neeetsary  financial  obligatioas. 

Commission*  *  JuHsdiction  of. 

2.  The  Indiana  Ck)nuni8aion  has  no  juirisdiction  to  settle  a  dispute 
between  a  utility  and  a  consumer  involving  the  construction  of  a  con- 
tract between  them. 

[April  12,  1918.] 
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CoMPULiNT  demanding  a  reduction  in  water  rates,  and  peti- 
tion for  an  increase  thereof;  temporary'  increase  granted  on  ac- 
count of  emergency  created  by  the  war. 

By  the  Commission:  In  the  above-entitled  cause,  No.  SIS, 
this  Commission  on  December  17,  1915,  made  an  order  fixing 
rates  to  be  observed  by  the  said  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Com- 
pany. In  said  cause  the  property  of  said  company  used  and 
useful  in  furnishing  water  to  the  public  was  valued  by  this 
Conunission  at  the  sum  of  $1,200,000. 

On  July  20,  1916,  the  city  of  Terre  Haute  filed  a  supple- 
mental petition  in  said  cause,  asking  that  said  order  be  altered 
and  amended  by  requiring  said  water  company  to  make  certain 
changes  in  the  schedules,  rules,  and  r^ulations  referred  to  in 
said  supplemental  petition. 

On  February  13,  1917,  the  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Com- 
pany filed  its  petition  in  cause  No.  2807,  asking  for  an  increase 
in  its  water  rates.  Said  petition  recites  certain  of  the  proceed- 
ings had  in  said  cause  ISo.  318.    Said  petition  alleges : 

^^7.  That  at  the  time  of  the  making  and  promulgation  of  said 
finding  and  order,  petitioner  had  issued  and  outstanding  com- 
mon capital  stock  of  the  par  value  of  six  hundred  eighty-six 
thousand  five  hundred  dollars  ($686,500),  and  since  said  date, 
with  the  authority  and  approval  of  the  Conunission,  has  issued 
and  sold  for  cash  at  par,  an  additional  seventy  diousand  dollars 
($70,000)  face  or  par  value,  so  that  the  total  authorized  capital 
stock  of  the  company  now  issued  and  outstanding  is  seven  hun- 
dred fifty-six  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  ($756,500)  face 
value.  That  petitioner  has  issued  and  outstanding  in  the  hands 
of  the  public  one  million  and  forty-nine  thousand  dollars  ($lf 
049,000)  of  its  corporate  bonds,  bearing  interest  at  the  rate  of 
four  and  one-half  per  cent  (4|)  per  annum,  maturing  on  the 
Ist  day  of  June,  1919.  That  the  said  mortgage  securing  said 
bonds  is  a  closed  mortgage,  and  all  bonds  authorized  thereunder 
and  secured  thereby  have  been  issued.  That  petitioner  has  in 
its  own  treasury  twenty-eight  thousand  dollars  ($28,000)  face 
value  of  said  bonds  which  have  been  certified  under  the  provi- 
sions of  said  mortgage,  but  owing  to  the  early  maturity  thereof, 
petitioner  is  of  the  opinion  that  said  bonds  cannot  be  advan- 
tageously sold,  and  should  not,  as  a  fiscal  policy,  be  sold.    That 
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the  only  method  of  permanently  or  satisfactorily  making  or 
financing  improvements,  betterments,  and  extensions  to  the  com- 
pany's plant  and  property,  is  the  sale  of  authorized  but  unissued 
stock  of  the  company. '^ 

Said  petition  further  alleges  that  the  gross  revenues  of  peti- 
tioner company  for  the  year  ending  January  81,  1917,  were 
$33,844.28  less  than  its  gross  earnings  for  the  year  1914,  and 
that  its  gross  revenues  for  the  year  1915  were  $26,180.63  greater 
than  those  for  the  year  ending  January  81,  1917. 

Said  petition  also  alleges  that  its  operating  costs  have  been 
greatly  increased  since  said  order  was  issued  in  cause  No.  818, 
by  which  its  then  existing  rates  were  reduced. 

Said  petition  furtiber  alleges  ^^that  on  the  1st  day  of  June, 
1919,  petitioner's  one  million  forty-nine  thousand  dollars  ($1,- 
049,000)  of  corporate  bonds  will  mature,  and  it  is  the  opinion 
of  your  petitioner,  and  petitioner  avers,  that  it  will  not  be  able 
to  refund  said  bonds  or  refinance  the  indebtedness  evidenced 
thereby  at  as  low  a  rate  of  interest  as  the  same  now  bear,  and 
will  not  be  able  to  successfully  refund  or  refinance  such  indebted- 
ness upon  any  advantageous  or  favorable  terms,  unless  peti- 
tioner's revenues,  both  gross  and  net,  between  this  date  and  the 
date  of  such  maturity,  are  materially  increased." 

The  prayer  of  the  petitioner  is  ^Hbat  the  Commission  make 
8U(:h  investigation  of  the  facts  set  forth  in  the  petition  as  to  the 
Commission  shall  seem  proper,  and  that  upon  due  consideration 
thereof  the  Commission  make  an  order  declaring  that  petition- 
er's existing  rates  are  imreasonably  low,  inadequate,  and  insuf- 
ficient, and  authorizing  and  empowering  the  petitioner  to  put 
into  force  a  revised  and  increased  schedule  of  rates  which  will 
produce  sufficient  gross  and  net  revenues  as  the  Commission 
may,  upon  investigation,  determine  the  petitioner  is  entitled  to 
receive." 

Said  causes  were  consolidated  for  the  purposes  of  a  hearing 
on  the  same.  Said  hearing  was  set  for  February  21,  1918,  at 
10  o'clock  A«  H.  at  the  rooms  of  the  Commission  in  the  state- 
house. 

The  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Company  was  represented  at 
ihe  hearing  by  its  attorneys,  Messrs.  Beasley,  Douthitt,  Craw- 
ford, &  Beasley;  and  the  city  of  Terre  Haute  and  the  Terre 
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Haute  Chamber  of  Commerce  were  represented  by  C.  A.  Boyse 
and  William  J.  Whittaker  their  attorneys. 

Objection  was  made  by  the  attorneys  for  the  city  of  Terre 
Haute  and  the  Terre  Haute  Chamber  of  Commerce  to  the  ap- 
praisement as  fixed  by  the  Commission  in  the  order  made  in 
cause  No.  318,  although  th^re  was  no  new  evidence  introduced 
on  the  question  of  said  valuation.  The  Commission  will  not 
disturb  the  valuation  heretofore  made,  but  will  use  it  as  a  basis 
for  determining  the  question  of  rates  in  the  present  case.  It  is 
conceded  that  additions  to  this  plant  costing  $104,247  have  been 
made  since  the  former  appraisement.  Attorneys  for  the  com- 
pany concede  that  depreciation  for  three  years,  making  $30,000, 
should  be  deducted  from  the  total  value.  The  attorneys  for  the 
city  claim  that  there  should  be  a  deduction  of  four  years'  depre- 
ciation, or  $40,000.  It  has  been  about  three  and  one-half  years 
since  said  appraisement,  so  that  we  believe  that  depreciation  of 
$35,000  should  be  deducted,  leaving  the  present  value  of  the 
property  of  this  company  $1,269,247. 

The  evidence  disclosed  the  fact,  which  is  well  known  so  far 
as  it  relates  to  public  utilities  in  general,  that  there  have  been 
very  great  increases'  in  the  operating  expenses  of  this  company 
during  the  last  year.  The  evidence  further  showed  that  there 
would  be  a  substantial  increase  in  operating  expenses  for  the 
year  1918  over  1917.  The  attorneys  for  the  city  and  Chamber 
of  Commerce  conceded  that  there  should  be  some  increase  in 
rates  granted  said  company,  though  they  claimed  that  the  in- 
crease asked  by  the  ccmipany  of  $35,433.87  was  too  much. 

[1]  The  outstanding  bonds  of  this  company  become  due  in 
June,  1919,  and  at  that  time  this  company  will  be  met  with  the 
necessity  of  refunding  these  bonds.  The  present  bond  issue 
draws  the  very  low  rate  of  interest  of  4^  per  cent.  It  will  be 
difficult  to  refinance  this  company  on  favorable  terms,  because 
of  the  high  cost  of  money.  Those  high  in  authority  have  rec- 
ommended to  state  regulatory  commissions  a  liberal  policy  in 
dealing  vsrith  public  utilities.  While  it  is  true  that  pubUc  utili- 
ties should  bear  a  part  of  the  burden  of  war,  such  burdens  should 
not  be  such  as  will  make  it  difficult  or  next  to  impossible  for 
them  to  meet  their  necessary  financial  obligations. 

Secretary  McAdoo  said  in  a  letter  to  President  Wilson:    "It 
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is  obvious  that  every  part  of  our  industrial  and  economic  life 
should  be  maintained  at  its  maximum  strength  in  order  that 
each  may  contribute  in  the  fullest  measure  to  the  vigorous  pros- 
ecution of  the  war.  Our  local  public  utilities  must  not  be  per- 
mitted to  become  weakened/'  President  Wilson  in  reply  said: 
"I  fully  share  the  views  you  express  regarding  the  importance 
of  the  public  service  utilities  as  a  part  of  our  national  equip- 
ment especially  in  war  time.  It  is  essential  that  these  utilities 
should  be  maintained  at  their  maximum  efficiency,  and  that 
everything  reasonably  possible  should  be  done  with  that  end  in 
view.  I  hope  that  state  and  local  authorities,  where  they  have 
not  already  done  so,  will,  when  the  facts  are  properly  laid  be- 
fore them,  respond  promptly  to  the  necessities  of  the  situation." 

Honorable  John  Skelton  Williams,  Comptroller  of  the  Cur- 
rency, has  spoken  on  this  matter  as  follows:  ^^It  is  essential 
that  forbearance  and  consideration  be  exercised  by  the  state 
commissions  and  municipal  authorities,  and  that  the  corpora- 
tions also  be  permitted  to  make  such  additions  to  their  charges 
for  service  as  will  keep  in  them  ihe  breath  of  solvency,  protect 
their  owners  against  unjust  loss,  and  give  them  a  basis  of  credit 
on  which  they  may  obtain  funds  with  which  to  meet  the  strain 
put  upon  them  by  the  government's  needs.  Tlfb  breaking  down 
of  these  corporations  would  be  a  national  calamity.'* 

Unless  this  company  is  earning  a  fair  return  on  the  value  of 
its  property  at  the  time  when  its  bonds  becoine  due,  it  will  be 
very  diflScult  to  refund  these  bonds.  This  Commission  should 
be  reasonably  liberal  in  fixing  rates  for  this  company  which  will 
help  to  keep  in  it  the  ^Tbreach  of  solvency." 

The  Commission  will  not,  during  these  times  of  abnormal 
prices,  undertake  to  &x  permanent  rates  for  this  company.  It 
will,  however,  authorize  the  company  a  temporary  suspension  of 
rates  and  the  substitution  therefor  of  higher  rates  than  said 
suspended  rates. 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  present  rates  of  said  Terre 
Haute  Waterworks  Company  are  insufficient. 

[2]  There  is  a  controversy  in  regard  to  the  payment  for  water 
for  city  parks.  The  city  contends  that  water  for  the  public  parks 
comes  within  the  provisions  of  a  contract  by  which  the  water 
company  is  to  furnish  water  for  certain  purposes.    This  conten* 
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tion  is  based  upon  an  alleged  construction  put  upon  this  con- 
tract by  the  parties.  The  water  company  denies  the  contentioiL 
This  Commission  has  no  authority  to  settle  the  dispute  between 
the  parties  over  this  contract.  The  courts  have  jurisdiction  over 
such  questions.  The  Commission  will  not,  therefore,  change  ^  8 
of  §  B  of  the  rules  of  said  company  so  far  as  it  requires  the 
payment  for  water  furnished  the  public  parks  of  said  dtj. 
Water  for  flushing  sewers  should  be  included  in  the  charges  for 
fire  hydrants,  and  there  should  be  no  additional  charge  for  water 
so  furnished,  and  any  rule  of  the  Tene  Haute  Waterworks  to 
the  contrary  is  hereby  rescinded.  Section  1  of  ^  B,  so  far  as 
it  undertakes  to  make  the  owner  of  premises  liable  for  damages 
to  property  of  the  water  company,  except  in  case  of  the  owner^s 
wilful  or  negligent  injury  of  said  property,  is  hereby  annulled. 
It  is  therefore  ordered  that  the  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Com- 
pany be  and  it  is  hereby  authorized  to  suspend  temporarily  and 
until  the  further  order  of  this  Commission  its  schedule  of  me- 
tered water  rates  and  its  schedule  of  rates  for  fire  hydrants;  and 
it  is  further  authorized  to  substitute  in  lieu  of  said  suspended 
rates  the  following  rates,  to  wit : 

Metered  Service, 

For  first  20,000  gallons  per  month,  22^  cents  per  1,000  gaUont. 
For  next  80,000  gallons  per  month,  20  oenta  per  1,000  gallons. 
For  next  200,000  gallons  per  month,  12  cents  per  1,000  gallons. 
For  next  700,000  gallons  per  month,  7  cents  per  1»000  gaUons. 
For  next  1,000,000  gallons  per  month,  0  cents  per  1,000  ffallons. 
For  all  over  2,000,000  gallons  per  month,  S  cents  per  1,000  gallons. 

With  minimum  monthly  charges  as  follows : 

I  inch  meter    $0.75. 

I  inch  meter 1.00 

1  inch  meter  $2.00,  with  fire  protection    $3.00 

2  inch  meter  5.00,  with  fire  protection     7.50 

3  inch  meter   7.50,  with  fire  protection    11.25 

4  inch  meter  10.00,  with  fire  protection    15.00 

6  inch  meter   40.00,  with  fire  protection    60.00 

8  inch  meter    80.00,  with  fire  protection  120.00 

A  penalty  of  10  per  cent  will  be  added  to  all  bills  not  paid  within  ten 
days  after  the  same  are  due. 

For  each  fire  hydrant  per  annum,  $45. 

Said  fire  hydrant  service  to  include  water  for  flushing  sewers. 

Said  rates  shall  become  effective  May  1,  1918,  and  continue 
in  force  until  the  further  order  of  this  Conmiission,  not  exceed' 
ing,  however,  a  period  of  two  years. 

The  Commission  having  found  the  rates  of  the  Terre  Haute 
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Waterworks  Company  insufficient,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the 
Commission  to  ascertain  and  fix  the  expenses  incurred  by  said 
Commission  in  this  investigation.  The  Commission  fixes  said 
expenses  as  follows,  to  wit :  Expense  of  accountants  in  making 
supplemental  audit  of  books  of  said  company  $104.76. 

It  is  further  ordered  that  said  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Com- 
pany pay  to  the  state  treasury  within  twenty  days  from  the  re- 
ceipt of  a  copy  of  this  order  said  sum  of  $104.76  as  provided 
by  law. 


KBNTUOKT  COURT  OF  APPBAIjS. 

0.  K.  BOND 

V. 

N.  STARKBY. 

(—  Ky.  — ,  201  8.  W.  461.) 

Service  —  Telephone  —  Reasonable  rules  —  Profane  language. 

The  fumiBhing  of  telephone  serrice  may  be  conditioned  upon  the 
signing  by  a  subecriber  of  an  agreement  to  observe  reasonable  company 
rules,  including  one  prohibiting  the  use  of  profane  and  obscene  lan- 
guage. 

[March  19,  1918.] 

Appeal  from  the  judgment  of  the  Circuit  Court,  Pike  Coun- 
ty, denying  relief  to  the  plaintiff  in  an  action  by  O.  K.  Bond  to 
compel  N.  Starkey,  owner  of  the  Eastern  Kentucky  Home  Tele- 
phone Company,  to  install  a  telephone ;  affirmed. 

Clarke,  J.,  delivered  the  opinion  of  the  court : 
N.  Starkey  owns  and  operates  a  public  telephone  system  in 
Pike  county,  Kentucky,  under  the  name  of  Eastern  Kentucky 
Home  Telephone  Company,  which  is  not  incorporated.  Appel- 
lant is  a  physician,  and  prior  to  January  26,  1911,  had  con- 
tracted for  and  had  in  his  home  or  office  a  telephone  instru- 
ment, furnished  by  defendant,  and  connected  with  his  telephone 
system,  when  a  dispute  arose  over  the  telephone  between  ap- 
pellant and  appellee  about  the  service  rendered,  in  which  both 
parties  became  angry  and  used  profane  language,  whereupon  ap* 
pellee  removed  appellant's  telephone  instrument,  and,  informing 
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him  that  it  was  removed  ''for  no  other  reason  than  the  profane 
language  you  used  to-day  over  our  line  to  the  operator,"  re- 
funded to  him  the  unearned  part  of  the  fee  appellant  had  paid 
in  advance  for  the  service.  In  this  action  appellant  sought,  by 
mandatory  injunction,  to  compel  appellee  to  furnish  him  tele- 
phone service,  which  relief  was  denied  him  by  the  chancellor. 

It  is  shown  in  the  proof  that  appellee,  conceded  to  be  a  public 
carrier,  had  adopted  rules  and  regulations  governing  the  use  of 
telephones  by  subscribers,  which  were  published  in  the  directory 
furnished  to  the  subscribers,  rule  18  being:  "The  use  of  pro- 
fane language  is  forbidden."  Since  the  removal-  of  his  tele- 
phone. Dr.  Bond  has  not  applied  in  person  for  its  reinstallation, 
but  had  his  attorney,  Mr.  Auxier,  to  make  application  therefor, 
to  whom  appellee  offered  to  restore  the  service  upon  condition 
that  appellant  would  sign  the  usual  contract  containing  the  fol- 
lowing stipulation: 

"Fifth.  Any  failure  to  pay  rent  or  toUs  when  due,  or  any 
other  violation  of  the  provisions  and  stipulations  of  this  con- 
tract, or  injury  to  said  telephone,  or  the  use  of  obscene  and  pro- 
fane language  through  said  telephone,  or  listening  to  the  con- 
versation of  other  parties  talking  on  said  line,  or  interfering 
with  parties  talking  on  said  line,  shall  give  the  company  the 
right  at  its  option  to  terminate  this  contract  and  remove  the 
said  telephone  at  once  without  notice.*' 

This  proposition  was  declined,  so  the  only  question  involved 
here  is  whether  a  public  telephone  company  may  adopt  reason- 
able rules  and  regulations  governing  the  use  of  its  telephones 
by  subscribers  and  make  the  service  conditional  upon  agreement 
to  observe  such  rules  and  regulations.  That  such  a  company 
may  adopt  and  enforce  reasonable  rules  and  regulations  for  use 
of  its  telephones  by  patrons,  among  which  is  a  rule  prohibiting 
the  use  of  profane  language,  is  thoroughly  established.  McDan- 
iel  V.  Faubush  Teleph.  Co.  32  Ky.  L.  Rep.  572,  106  S.  W.  825; 
Williams  v.  Maysville  Teleph.  Co.  119  Ky.  33,  82  S.  W.  995;  37 
Cyc.  1619 ;  1  Jones,  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Cos.  §  260. 

From  which  it  necessarily  follows  that  the  company  may  make 
the  furnishing  of  its  service  conditional  upon  agreement  by  an 
applicant  that  he  will  observe  such  reasonable  rules  and  regu- 
lations as  it  may  have  adopted. 

Judgment  affirmed. 
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IIiIilNOIS  PUBIilO  UTIIilTIBS  COMMISSION, 

BE  PEOPLE'S  MOTOR  BUS  COMPANY. 

[No.  7391.] 

Monopoly  and  competition  —  Paralleling  of  street  railway  lines  "by 
motor  Inm  route, 

A  certificate  of  convenienoe  and  necessity  will  not  be  granted 
by  the  Illinois  Commission  for  the  operation  of  motor  busses  upon 
streets  parallel  with  those  occupied  by  a  street  railway  practically 
throughout  a  city,  where  the  existing  utility  is  rendering  adequate  serv- 
ice at  reasonable  rates. 

.  (STBauuNG,  Commissioner,  dissents.) 

[March  18,  1318.] 

Application  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to 
operate  a  system  of  motor  vehicles  in  the  city  of  Springfield  and 
adjacent  territory;  also  for  an  order  authorizing  the  issue  of  capi- 
tal stock  in  the  aggregate  amount  of  $5,000 ;  denied. 

By  the  Commission :  People's  Motor  Bus  Company,  a  corpo- 
ration duly  organized  under  the  laws  of  Illinois,  filed  its  peti- 
tion with  the  Public  Utilities  CSommission,  praying  issuance  to 
it  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  within  the  pur- 
poses of  its  articles  of  incorporation,  to  operate  motor  busses  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  for  hire  over  designated  routes 
upon  and  along  certain  streets  in  the  city  of  Springfield,  which  in 
its  petition  are  fully  described,  and  to  maintain  public  service 
stations  for  motor  busses. 

The  Springfield  Consolidated  Eailway  Company  (hereinafter 
called  the  street  railway  company)  filed  answer  to  said  petition, 
protesting  against  the  issuance  to  said  People's  Motor  Bus  com- 
pany (hereinafter  called  the  motor  bus  company)  of  a  certificate 
of  convenience  and  necessity  to  operate  motor  busses  upon  the 
streets  of  the  city,  as  prayed  in  its  said  petition. 

The  petitioner  appeared  by  A.  W.  Kerr,  W.  J.  MacDonald, 
Eobert  H.  Patton,  and  Charles  H.  Gibbs,  attorneys. 

The  city  of  Springfield  appeared  by  A.  D.  Stevens,  city  at- 
torney. 

The  street  railway  company  appeared  by  P.  B.  Warren,  and 
George  B.  Gillespie,  attorneys. 
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It  appears  from  the  testimony  offered  and  received  on  the  hear- 
ings that  the  protestant  street  railway  company,  ever  since  the 
24th  day  of  July,  1908,  has  been  and  still  is  operating  a  street 
railway  in  the  city  of  Springfield  under  a  franchise  granted  to 
it  by  said  city  on  said  last-named  date  for  a  term  of  twenty  years, 
and  is  rendering  to  the  entire  public  of  Springfield  adequate 
service  at  reasonable  rates. 

This  is  a  proceeding  by  petition  of  the  motor  bus  company  for 
the  grant  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  operate 
motor  busses  upon  streets  parallel  with  those  occupied  by  the 
street  railway  practically  throughout  the  city  for  the  transpwta- 
tion  of  persons. 

It  is  the  policy  and  principle  of  the  laws  of  Illinois^  as  evi- 
denced by  the  Public  Utilities  Act  which  created  the  Public 
Utilities  Commission  and  prescribes  its  powers  and  duties,  that 
where  an  existing  public  utility  is  rendering  adequate  service  at 
reasonable  rates  to  the  public  within  the  field  or  territory  it  is 
serving,  it  is  to  be  regarded  as  having  a  monopoly  in  furnishing 
the  service  rendered  by  it  in  such  field  or  territory  and  to  be 
protected  against  competition.  In  other  words^  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Act  practically  abandons  the  principle  of  the  regulation  of 
public  utilities  by  competition,  and  adopts  that  of  regulated 
monopoly. 

The  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  proposed  motor  bus 
company  and  the  street  railway  company  could  not  operate  side 
by  side  on  parallel  streets  in  the  city  of  Springfield  with  profit 
to  both.  To  grant  the  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity 
petitioned  for  in  this  case  would  restdt  in  duplication  of  service, 
and  thereby  add  to  the  burden  of  the  people,  and  render  the  exist- 
ing utility  less  able  to  respond  to  demands  for  a  higher  standard 
of  service.  Furthermore,  it  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge 
that  the  experiment  of  motor  bus  operation  in  cities  of  the  popu- 
lation of  Springfield  has  not  been  a  success,  and  the  Commission 
is  of  the  opinion  such  experiment  would  prove  unsuccessful  in 
Springfield. 

The  Commission,  having  considered  all  the  evidence  in  the 
record,  having  heard  the  arguments  of  counsel,  and  being  fully 
advised  in  the  premises,  finds  that  public  convenience  and  neces- 
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eity  do  not  require  the  granting  of  the  certificate  prayed  for  in 
the  petition  in  this  case. 

Dempcy,  Chairman,  concurring:  Under  the  Commission's 
practice  of  distributing  cases  for  hearings,  this  case  was  assigned 
to  me.  Accordingly  I  presided  at  the  hearings,  passed  upon  the 
various  motions  presented,  and  heard  all  of  the  evidence.  A  pro- 
posed order  was  then  prepared  by  me,  which  embodied  a  state- 
ment of  the  issues  involved,  an  analysis  of  the  evidence,  and  a 
discussion  of  the  principles  I  considered  applicable.  "While  a  ma- 
jority of  the  Commission  concurred  in  the  conclusion  reached  in 
said  proposed  order,  they  did  not  agree  with  the  discussion  and 
reasoning  set  forth  therein.  The  foregoing  order  was  then  pre- 
pared and  adopted  by  the  majority.  That  order  does  not  discuss 
the  evidence  introduced,  or  give  the  reasons  upon  which  the  find- 
ings and  order  are  based,  as  is  usually  done  in  cases  of  similar 
importance.  I  think  the  parties  to  this  case  are  entitled  to  a 
discussion  of  the  evidence  and  of  the  material  issues  involved. 
Therefore,  while  I  agree  with  the  order  of  the  majority  in  so 
far  as  it  dismissed  the  petition,  I  have  decided  to  file  this  special 
concurring  opinion. 

People's  Motor  Bus  Company  filed  its  petition  with  the  Com- 
mission, asking  that  it  be  granted  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  to  operate  motor  busses  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  for  hire  upon  and  along  certain  streets  in  the  city  of 
Springfield,  and  to  maintain  public  service  stations  for  motor 
busses.  The  grounds  of  the  petition  for  a  certificate  of  conven- 
ience and  necessity  are  set  forth  therein  as  follows :  "Tour  peti- 
tioner further  shows  that  the  operation  of  the  transportation 
facilities  in  the  said  city  of  Springfield  for  some  months  last 
past  has  been  such  that  the  transportation  service  oS^ed  to  the 
public  depending  thereon  has  been  and  is  insufficient,  unsafe,  and 
inadequate,  and  that  it  is  desirable  and  necessary  for  the  citizens 
of  this  said  community  to  have  additional  and  more  complete 
transportation  service  so  that  such  service  may  be  made  sufficient, 
safe,  and  adequate." 

The  authorized  capital  stock  of  petitioner  is  $5,000,  divided 
into  five  hundred  shares  of  the  par  value  of  $10  each.  If  a  cer- 
tificate of  convenience  and  necessity  should  be  granted,  petitioner 
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proposed  to  issue  additional  capital  stock  to  the  amount  of 
$120,000,  making  a  total  authorized  capital  stock  of  $125,000. 
From  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  this  stock,  petitioner  proposed 
to  invest  about  $90,000  in  thirty  motor  busses,  $5,000  in  pro- 
viding service  stations,  and  to  retain  $30,000  for  working  capital 
and  to  cover  organization  expenses ;  and  the  petition  contains  a 
prayer  for  authorization  to  issue  at  par  the  present  authorized 
capital  stock  of  the  company  of  $5,000  to  be  used  as  an  initial 
payment  upon  the  contract  for  said  motor  busses,  service  stations, 
and  the  necessary  organization  expenses. 

The  Springfield  Consolidated  Railway  Company  (hereinafter 
called  the  street  railway  company)  filed  answer  to  said  petition, 
and  objected  to  the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  to  the  motor  bus  company  on  the  ground  that  the  fonner 
is  maintaining  and  operating  a  street  railway  on  divers  of  the 
streets  of  the  city  of  Springfield  under  and  pursuant  to  the  tenns 
and  conditions  of  a  franchise  granted  to  it  by  said  city  on  the 
24th  day  of  July,  1908,  for  a  period  of  twenty  years.  It  alleges 
compliance  by  it  with  all  the  terms  and  conditions  of  said  grant; 
that  it  has  maintained  adequate  and  sufficient  service  upon  all 
of  its  lines  for  the  accommodation  of  the  entire  public  of  said 
city;  and  denies  specifically  all  charges  contained  in  the  peti- 
tion of  inadequacy,  insufficiency,  and  unsafety  of  the  sendee  ren- 
dered by  it  at  any  time,  and  denies  there  is  any  demand  or  neces- 
sity for  any  additional  or  different  transportation  service  for  the 
public  of  said  city.  It  alleges  the  patronage  of  the  public  re- 
quiring transportation  facilities  upon  the  streets  of  the  city  of 
Springfield  is  not  sufficient  to  maintain  two  transportation  com- 
panies operating  on  practically  parallel  lines  or  streets  of  the 
city.  It  alleges  the  proposed  routes  for  motor  bus  operation  and 
any  such  that  could  be  planned  in  said  city  do  and  would  be 
practically  parallel  with  its  lines,  would  invade  the  territory 
served  by  it  under  its  said  franchise,  would  be  a  practical  dupli- 
cation of  the  street  transportation  system  of  the  city,  and  that 
two  such  transportation  companies  cannot  operate  side  by  side 
in  the  same  territory  with  profit  to  both. 

It  appears  from  the  testimony  offered  and  received  on  the  hear- 
ings that  the  protestant  street  railway  company,  since  the  24th 
day  of  July,  1908,  has  been  and  still  is  operating  a  street  railway 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  PEOPLE'S  MOTOR  BUS  CO.  007 

in  the  city  of  Springfield  under  a  franchise  granted  to  it  by 
said  city  on  said  last-named  date  for  a  term  of  twenty  years ;  that 
prior  to  the  25th  day  of  July,  1917,  disagreement  arose  between 
said  street  railway  company  and  its  employees  operating  its  cars> 
respecting  demands  by  said  employees  for  wage  increase  and 
adjustment,  and  for  recognition  of  them  by  the  street  railway 
company  in  a  collective  or  organized  and  affiliated  labor  union 
capacity,  which  disagreement  on  or  about  the  25th  day  of  July, 
1917,  culminated  in  a  "strike"  by  said  employee  or  a  large  num- 
ber of  them ;  that  nonunion  men  are  employed  to  take  the  places 
of  the  strikers  to  operate  the  cars  of  said  street  railway  company ; 
that  while  some  of  the  new  men  so  employed  were  competent  and 
trustworthy,  some  were  inexperienced  and  incompetent,  and 
others  were  wholly  irresponsible,  dishonest,  and  reckless;  that 
violence  was  resorted  to,  resulting  in  collisions,  derailments, 
wrecks,  and  accidents  in  various  part  of  the  city.  As  to  who 
committed  or  was  responsible  for  such  acts  of  violence,  the  evi- 
dence in  the  record  is  conflicting,  the  local  manager  of  the  street 
railway  company  charging  the  same  to  the  striking  men  and  their 
sympathizers,  while  the  latter  denied  such  charge,  and  upon  the 
hearing  charged  that  said  street  railway  company  was  responsi- 
ble  for  said  acts  of  violence  and  inspired  the  same  for  the  purpose 
of  discrediting  the  striking  men  and  their  cause  with  their  sym- 
pathizers and  with  the  general  public;  that  whoever  may  be  re- 
sponsible directly  for  such  acts  of  violence,  the  evidence  shows 
that  for  some  months  preceding  the  filing  of  the  petition  the 
transportation  service  rendered  by  said  street  railway  company  to 
the  public  largely  dependent  thereon  was  wholly  inadequate,  in- 
sufficient, and  parts  of  each  day,  for  a  considerable  time,  un- 
safe; that  during  a  large  portion  of  the  time  in  the  months  of 
August,  September,  and  October,  1917,  the  service  rendered  by 
said  street  railway  company  was  demoralized  and  largely  aban- 
doned by  the  people  of  the  city  as  a  means  of  transportation. 
This  clearly  appears  from  a  compilation  of  the  receipts  of  the 
street  railway  company  in  tickets  and  cash  fares  by  weeks,  as 
shown  by  the  testimony  of  E,  L.  Maxwell,  secretary  of  the  street 
railway  company,  called  as  a  witness  for  petitioner,  commenc- 
ing July,  1917,  as  follows: 
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Week  ending  July  7th  $0,594.84 

(Week  ending  July  14th  missing) 

Week  ending  July  2l8t  9,889.18 

Week  ending  July  28th    6,004.04 

Week  ending  August  7th    1,972.65 

Week  ending  August  14th    1,742.25 

Week  ending  August  2lBt    1,815.61 

From  August  2l8t  to  August  31st 3,671.33 

Week  ending  September  7th    2,556.54 

Week  ending  September  14th    4,404.56 

Week  ending  September  2lBt     3,132.27 

Week  ending  September  30th    4,023.16 

Week  ending  October  7th   3,129.49 

Week  ending  October  14th     3,409.14 

Week  ending  October  2l8t    3,446.77 

From  October  21st  to  October  31&t 5,619.53 

The  above  compilation  shows  the  total  revenue  of  the  company 
for  passenger  traffic  from  July  1st  to  October  31st. 

It  is  evident  from  said  table  that  on  October  31,  1917,  the 
service  of  the  street  railway  company  was  yet  far  from  normaL 
The  passenger  receipt  for  tickets  and  cash  fares  for  the  first  two 
weeks  in  July  were  nearly  $10,000  each  week.  This  probably 
represents  something  near  the  normal  weekly  receipts  of  the 
street  railway  company.  While  during  the  month  of  October  the 
weekly  receipts  were  increasing  in  amount,  and  on  October  31st 
had  reached  the  sum  of  $5,619.53,  yet  this  is  between  $4:,000  and 
$5,000  short  of  normal,  indicating  the  service  was  still  demoral- 
ized or  at  least  that  the  people  of  the  cily  were  not  riding  on  the 
cars. 

The  fact  that  the  people  of  the  city  were  on  said  last-named 
date  still  refraining  from  making  use  of  the  street  car  service  may 
be  due  to  a  prevailing  fear  that  the  service  was  unsafe,  or  to 
sympathy  for  the  striking  employees,  or  to  both.  The  street 
railway  company  disclaims  responsibility  for  the  breakdown  and 
demoralization  of  service  rendered  the  public  by  it  during  the 
long  period  following  the  initiation  of  the  strike,  and  charges 
and  attributes  the  same  to  acts  of  interference,  intimidation,  and 
violence  on  the  part  of  the  striking  employees  and  their  sym- 
pathizers, and  failure  on  the  part  of  the  city,  county,  and  state 
authorities  to  preserve  the  peace,  protect  the  people  riding  on  the 
cars  and  the  property  of  the  street  railway  company. 

It  further  appears  from  the  evidence  that  the  incorporation 
of  the  People's  Motor  Bus  Company  for  the  purpose  of  trans- 
portation of  persons  for  hire  in  motor  busses  upon  and  along  the 
streets  throughout  the  city  avowedly  was  and  is  exclusively  a 
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tinjon  labor  enterprise;  that  it  is  the  policy  of  the  promoters  of 
said  corporation  to  confine  subscriptions  to  its  capital  stock  to 
members  of  labor  unions ;  that  it  is  a  principle  of  union  labor  to 
refrain  from  patronizing  an  employer  who  is  regarded  by  its  enJ- 
plo^ees  and  labor  unions  or  members  thereof  as  unfair  to  labor ; 
that,  observing  this  principle,  union  labor  of  Springfield,  as  a 
rule,  does  not  and  will  not  patronize  said  street  car  company. 

This  is  a  proceeding  by  petition  of  the  motor  bus  company  for 
the  grant  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  operate 
motor  busses  upon  streets  parallel  with  those  occupied  by  the 
street  railway  throughout  the  cily  for  the  transportation,  prima- 
rily, of  the  members  of  labor  unions  of  the  city  and  their  families, 
and  incidentally  such  others  as  may  avail  themselves  of  it  in 
direct  competition  with  said  street  railway  company. 

While  evidence  offered  by  petitioner  shows  the  service  rendered 
by  the  street  railway  company  as  a  consequence  of  the  strike,  and 
for  three  or  four  months,  commencing  about  July  26,  1917,  was 
wholly  inadequate,  insufficient,  and  unsafe,  yet  the  real  and 
avowed  ground  of  the  petition  is  not  the  inadequacy  of  service 
rendered  by  the  street  railway  company,  but  is  the  position  taken 
by  umon  labor  of  the  city  in  sympathy  with  the  striking  em- 
ployees of  the  street  railway  company,  that  the  latter  is  unfair  in 
its  attitude  toward  its  employees  and  toward  union  labor,  by 
reason  whereof  they  will  not  patronize  said  street  railway  com- 
pany and  will  not  ride  on  its  cars.  The  theory  and  contention  of 
the  promoters  and  supporters  of  petitioner  is  that,  because  they 
will  not  ride  on  the  cars  of  the  street  railway  company  and  will 
not  patronize  it,  they  are  entitled  to  a  certificate  of  convenience 
and  necessity  to  organize,  operate,  and  maintain  a  competing 
local  transportation  utility  for  their  own  use  and  accommodation, 
and  this  notwithstanding  many  of  the  witnesses  for  petitioner 
testified  on  the  hearings  that  the  service  rendered  the  people  of 
the  city  prior  to  the  strike  was  adequate.  Whatever  the  facts  may 
be  as  to  the  adequacy  of  the  service  rendered  by  the  street  railway 
company  since  the  period  of  the  strike,  there  was  practically  no 
evidence  offered  to  prove  that  the  service  rendered  by  the  street 
railway  company  is  inadequate  or  insufiicient  in  normal  time& 
and  under  normal  conditions. 

I  am  of  the  opinion  that  the  Commission  cannot  recognize  ai 
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right  in  oiganized  labor  of  the  city^  or  any  other  organized  body 
of  citizens^  to  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  to  organ- 
ize and  operate  a  local  passenger  transportation  utility,  whether 
the  same  be  a  motor  bus  line  or  a  street  railway,  to  compete  with 
an  existing  street  railway  utility,  simply  because  such  union  or 
organized  body  has  a  grievance  against  the  existing  utility  not 
involving  transportation  service  or  rates.  The  members  of  labor 
unions  have  precisely  the  same  rights  as  any  other  citizens  in  the 
matter  of  promoting,  organizing,  and  operating  such  a  public 
utility  or  any  other  enterprise — ^no  more  and  no  less. 

Section  55  of  the  Public  Utilities  Act  reads  in  part  as  follows: 
^^]^o  public  utility  shall  begin  the  construction  of  any  new  plant, 
equipment,  property  or  facility  which  is  not  in  substitution  of 
any  existing  plant,  equipment,  property  or  facilities  or  in  exten- 
sion thereof  or  in  addition  thereto,  unless  and  until  it  shall  have 
obtained  from  the  Oommission  a  certificate  that  public  convesr 
ience  and  necessity  require  such  construction.  * 

"No  public  utility  not  owning  any -city  or  village  franchise  nor 
engaged  in  performing  any  public  service  or  in  furnishing  anv 
product  or  conunodity  within  this  state  at  the  time  this  act  goes 
into  effect  shall  transact  any  business  in  this  state  until  it  shall 
have  obtained  a  certificate  from  the  Commission  that  public  con- 
venience and  necessity  require  the  transaction  of  such  business.'' 

In  my  judgment  it  is  the  policy  and  principle  of  the  laws  of 
Illinois,  as  evidenced  by  the  Public  Utilities  Act  which  created 
the  Public  Utilities  Oommission  and  prescribes  its  powers  and 
duties,  that  where  an  existing  public  utility  is  rendering  ade- 
quate service  at  reasonable  rates  to  the  public  within  the  field  or 
territory  it  is  serving,  it  is  to  be  regarded  as  having  a  monopoly 
in  furnishing  the  service  rendered  by  it  in  such  field  or  territory 
and  to  be  protected  against  competition.  In  other  words,  the 
Public  Utilities  Act  practically  abandons  the  principle  of  the 
regulation  of  public  utilities  by  competition,  and  adopts  that  of 
regulated  monopoly  to  protect  the  public  against  the  abuses  of 
overcapitalization  and  other  evils  of  unsound,  unwise,  dishonest, 
and  illegal  financing.  It  vests  the  Public  Utilities  Commission 
with  the  power,  and  charges  it  with  the  duty,  of  supervising  the 
financing  and  regulating  the  practices,  operation,  service,  and 
rates.    The  Commission  has  the  power,  and  it  is  its  duty,  as  I 
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view  it,  to  require  street  railwajB,  as  well  as  other  public  utili- 
ties, to  be  properly  and  honestly  financed,  and  to  render  the  pub- 
lic adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates.  Where,  however,  a  pub- 
lic utility  has  been  found  to  be  incapable  of  rendering  adequate 
service  at  reasonable  rates,  whether  by  continued  bad  manage- 
ment, unbusinesslike  methods,  lack  of  financial  resources,  or 
persistent  refusal  or  inability  to  obey  the  orders  of  the  Commis- 
sion, the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity 
to  another  utility  to  occupy  the  field  or  territory  and  serve  the 
public  is,  in  my  opinion,  justified. 

In  this  case  there  must  be  kept  in  view  the  best  interests  of 
the  public  of  the  city  of  Springfield,  and  the  question  presented 
is  whether,  under  the  conditions  disclosed  by  the  record,  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  motor  bus  transportation  of 
passengers  in  the  city  upon  streets'  paralleling  those  upon  which 
the  street  railway  company  is  operating  its  cars  under  a  fran- 
chise granted  by  the  city.  If  the  street  railway  company  is  ren- 
dering to  all  the  people  of  the  city  adequate  service  at  reasonable 
rates,  the  petition  of  the  motor  bus  company  should  be  denied ; 
or  if  the  street  railway  company  is  not  rendering  adequate  serv- 
ice to  all  the  people  of  the  city,  but  has  the  financial  resources 
and  is  otherwise  capable  of  responding  to  the  orders  of  the  Com- 
mission for  betterment  of  service,  then,  in  that  case,  the  remedy 
is  by  complaint  to  the  Commission  of  the  service  rendered,  rather 
than  the  establishing  of  a  competing  utility.  It  is  only  in  case 
the  street  railway  company  has  beAi  shown  to  be  utterly  inca- 
pable for  want  of  financial  resources,  or  otherwise,  of  fulfilling 
its  obligations  to  the  public  that  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
necessity  should  be  granted  to  another  utility  to  occupy  the  same 
field. 

The  Public  Utilities  Act  took  effect  January  1,  1914.  Within 
a  short  time  after  that  date  the  Commission  created  thereby  was 
organized  and  ready  to  exercise  its  powers  and  perform  its  duties 
thereunder.  Since  the  effective  date  of  said  act  and  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  Commission,  no  complaint  of  the  service  rendered 
by  the  street  railway,  except  sucl^  as  is  involved  in  this  proceeding 
for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity,  has  been  filed  with 
this  Commission,  the  body  created  by  law  to  hear  and  pass  upon 
such  complaints,  and,  if  sustained,  apply  the  remedy.     In  the 
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obsence  of  such  complaints  the  Ccmunission,  in  my  judgmait^ 
would  be  justified  in  assuming  that  the  service  is  adequate. 
However,  the  evidence  does  show  conclusively  that,  for  a  period 
of  three  or  four  months  during  a  strike  of  certain  of  the  employees 
of  the  street  railway  company,  the  service  rendered  by  it  was 
inadequate  and  much  of  the  time  unsafe,  and  the  evidence  in 
the  record  in  this  case  as  to  the  character  of  the  service  rendered 
by  the  street  railway  was  confined  almost  exclusively  to  the  period 
of  the  strike.  It  is  also  true  that  some  of  said  striking  employees 
and  numerous  members  of  labor  organizations  in  the  city  have 
declared  they  will  not  patronize  the  street  railway  company  and 
will  not  ride  (m  its  cars.  In  my  opinion,  however,  neither  the 
inadequacy  and  unsafety  of  the  service  during  the  strike,  nor 
the  fact  that  a  large  number  of  persons,  while  admitting  the 
adequacy  of  the  service  in  normal  times,  will  not  ride  on  its 
cars,  or  both,  would  justify  the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  to  a  c<»npeting  utility.  It  is  conceivable, 
however,  as  I  view  this  matter,  that  if,  by  reason  of  a  persistait 
attitude  of  unfairness  toward  its  employees,  whether  with  refer- 
ence to  wages  or  refusal  to  recognize  their  right  to  treat  with  it 
in  a  collective  or  organized  capacity  in  affiliation  with  organ- 
ized labor,  or  from  any  other  cause,  a  public  utility  should  render 
itself  incapable  of  serving  the  public  adequately  and  safely,  the 
Commission  would  be  justified  in  granting  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity  to  some  other  utility  that  could  and  would 
furnish  adequate  service.  Xot  because  the  Commission  has  the 
power  directly  to  fix  wages  or  adjust  wage  disputes,  or  to  compel 
the  street  railway  company  to  employ  or  recognize  union  labor, 
or  to  deal  with  its  employees  in  a  collective  capacity,  for  the 
Commission  has  no  such  power,  but  because  the  public  is  entitled 
to  receive  from  the  street  railway  company,  a  public  utility, 
adequate  service  at  reasonable  rates,  and  because  the  Commis- 
sion is  vested  with  the  power  and  charged  with  the  duty  of 
requiring  that  such  service  be  rendered,  when  proper  application 
is  made  to  it  for  such  purpose,  as  the  law  contemplates.  In  other 
words,  it  appears  to  me  to  be  .intolerable  to  the  public  that  a 
street  railway  company  should  be  permitted  to  continue  indefi- 
nitely to  occupy  the  field  as  a  passenger  transportation  agency  in 
any  case  where  it  had,  from  any  cause,  permanently  or  during 
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repeated  extended  periods  of  time,  incapacitated  itself  to  rea- 
sonably meet  the  public  demands  for  street  railway  transporta- 
tion. 

The  evidence  tends  to  show  that  there  are  some  large  areas  in 
the  city  of  Springfield  where  construction  of  cross  lines  -or  exten- 
sions of  street  car  tracks  are  reqtured  to  adequately  serve  the 
inhabitants  of  such  areas,  but  I  am  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be 
to  the  best  interests  of  the  entire  public  of  the  city  that  such 
construction  of  cross  lines  or  extensions  be  effected  by  the  exist- 
ing utility,  rather  than  by  the  introduction  of  another  transporta- 
tion company  operating  on  parallel  streets  in  competition  with 
such  existing  utility.  If  the  street  railway  company  should 
refuse  to  provide  such  additional  facilities  and  accommodations 
in  such  areas,  the  consent  of  the  city  authorities  to  occupy  the 
streets  in  such  areas  with  trades  and  other  equipment  being 
first  obtained,  the  Commission  could  compel  the  street  railway 
company  to  furnish  adequate  transportation  facilities  at  rea- 
sonable rates  for  the  inhabitants  of  such  areas.  I  am  of  the 
opinion  that  the  proposed  motor  bus  company  and  the  street 
railway  company  could  not  operate  side  by  side  on  parallel 
streets  in  the  city  of  Springfield  with  profit  to  both.  To  grant 
the  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  petitioned  for  in 
this  case  would  result  in  duplication  of  service,  and  thereby  add 
to  the  burden  gf  the  people,  and  render  the  existing  utility  less 
able  to  respond  to  demands  for  a  higher  standard  of  service. 
Furthermore,  it  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that  the  experi- 
ment of  motor  bus  operation  in  cities  of  the  population  of  Spring- 
field has  not  been  a  success,  and  I  believe  that  such  experiment 
would  prove  unsuccessful  in  Springfield. 

I  am  further  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  not  be  to  the  best 
interests  of  the  promoters  of  the  motor  bus  enterprise,  the 
purchasers  of  its  stock,  or  other  securities,  nor  to  the  public  of 
the  city,  that  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  be  granted 
to  the  petitioner  in  this  case. 

For  the  foregoing  reasons  I  concur  in  the  action  of  the  majority 
of  the  Commission  in  denying  the  application  of  the  motor  bus 
company  for  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity. 

Sterling,  Commissioner,  dissenting:  Having  only  recently 
voted  in  favor  of  the  granting  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and 
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necessity  for  a  motor  bus  line  to  serve  the  south  side,  in  the 
city  of  Chicago  (the  north  side  already  having  motor  bus  line 
in  operation),  I  cannot  now,  consistently  and  conscientiously, 
vote  to  deny  to  the  people  of  one  of  the  next  important  cities 
of  the  state  the  privilege  of  such  a  service,  petitioned  for  by  a 
considerable  number  of  citizens  and  taxpayers  of  Springfield. 

I  am  not  going  to  argue,  at  this  time,  the  question  of  the  ade- 
quacy or  inadequacy  of  the  service  which  is  now  being  or  has 
been  rendered  by  the  traction  company  in  that  portion  of  the 
city  which  it  is  endeavoring,  to  the  best  of  its  ability,  to  serve. 
It  is  a  fact,  to  my  mind,  however,  that  the  growth  during  the 
past  few  years  of  not  a  few  of  the  more  important  cities  of  Illinois 
has  been  so  rapid  and  the  suburban  development  so  extensive, 
that  the  fraction  companies  in  many  cities,  because  of  limited 
financial  resources  or  for  some  other  cause,  have  not  been  able 
to  keep  pace  with  this  community  growth  and  grant  the  exten- 
sions and  service  which  have  been  petitioned  for  and  demanded 
by  the  residents  of  these  comparatively  new  suburbs,  and  to 
which  service  they  are  entitled,  within  a  reasonable  period  of 
time. 

As  a  general  proposition,  experience  has  taught  us  that  prop- 
erly r^ulated  monopoly,  in  utilities,  is  probably  better,  in  the 
long  run,  for  any  community,  than  ruinous  competition  between 
utilities,  but  where  a  regulated  public  utility  ijionopoly  is  not 
able  to  render  efficient  and  satisfactory  service  to  a  considerable 
portion  of  a  city  or  communily,  or  where  there  is  a  Intimate, 
undeveloped,  and  unoccupied  field  for  a  second  somewhat  similar 
utility,  I  cannot  subscribe  to  this  principle. 

The  people  of  every  city  and  community  are  entitled  to  the 
best  transportation  service  it  is  possible  to  secure,  at  such  rates 
of  fare  as  will  bring  a  proper  and  reasonable  return  on  the  invest- 
ment in  the  public  utility.  The  street  car  and  the  public  motor 
bus  are  the  agencies  most  employed  by  the  wage  earner  in  getting 
to  and  from  his  work,  and  by  them,  with  their  families,  in 
getting  to  church,  houses  of  amusement,  stores  to  shop  and  to 
other  places,  in  their  leisure  hours ;  those  who  are  in  more  for- 
tunate circumstances  having  their  own  automobiles  or  other  means 
of  conveyance.  In  my  judgment,  therefore,  there  is  a  profitable 
field  for  public  motor  bus  lines  in  numerous  of  the  larger  cities 
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of  this  state,  the  routes  of  which  motor  bus  lines  can  be  so  laid 
out  as  to  render  increased  accommodation  and  service  to  the  peo- 
ple, particularly  those  not  now  conveniently  served  who  live  in 
the  outskirts  or  considerably  distant  from  present  street  car  lines, 
and  still  not  seriously  conflict  with  or  impair  the  returns  of  the 
traction  company.  In  my  judgment  the  operation  of  public 
motor  bus  lines  for  passenger  traffic  in  cities,  as  well  as  public 
motor  truck  lines  between  towns  and  cities,  for  the  carrying  of 
lighter  freight,  thus  relieving  the  congestion  on  the  steam  rail- 
roads just  that  much,  is  now  only  in  the  infant  stages  of  its  devel- 
opment, and  that  both  will  come  into  rapid  and  successful  general 
use  as  the  streets  in  our  cities  and  the  highways  in  the  country 
are  permanently  improved.  It  is  my  further  judgment  that  it 
does  not  require  particularly  keen  vision  to  see  the  dawning  of 
the  day  when  -street  car  rails,  trolley  wires  supported  by 
unsightly  poles,  and  the  maintenance  of  expensive  power  plants, 
will  be  entirely  done  away  with,  at  least  in  our  smaller  inland 
cities,  and  will  be  supplanted  by  modern,  commodious,  quiet- 
running  motor  busses,  using  either  gasolene  or  storage  battery 
power,  and  which  can  be  operated  over  such  streets  as  will  best 
suit  the  public  convenience.  The  question  of  safety  of  operation 
to  the  public  and  the  reducing  of  the  risk  of  danger  to  pedes- 
trians crossing  streets  is  also  -an  important  factor  which  will 
come  in  for  consideration ;  for  governors  can  be  applied  to  motor 
bus  vehicles  which  will  limit  the  speed  of  the  busses  and  render 
it  absolutely  impossible  to  run  them  faster  than  the  speed  fixed 
by  lock  on  the  governor. 

For  the  reasons  above'  set  forth  I  am  constrained  to  dissent 
from  the  majority  opinion  and  order  in  this  case. 

Note. — Monopoly  and  competition. 

In  Central  Tdeph.  Co.  v.  Windber  Teleph.  Co.  (Pa.)  Complaint 
Docket  No.  1667,  April  1,  1918,  Ainey,  chairman,  said  that  com- 
petitive conditions  among  utilities  are  likely  to  impose  injuries  upon 
the  public  and  upon  the  companies  themselves. 

Following  the  decision  in  Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v. 
Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  P.TJ.B.1917A,  188,  the  Oklahoma  Com- 
mission held  under  a  similar  state  of  facts  in  Ft.  Supply  Teleph.  & 
Teleg.  Co.  v.  Pioneer  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Cause  No.  ^708,  Order 
No.  1258,  April  16,  1917,  that  a  telephone  company  which  is  the 
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first  to  establish  an  exchange  in  a  town  will  not  he  prevented  from 
cutting  the  rate,  even  to  an  nnremunerative  point,  lower  than  its 
rate  in  other  towns,  in  order  that  it  may  retain  the  business  which 
has  become  competitive  through  the  establishment  of  a  second  ex- 
change in  the  town. 

In  Mnsceda  Mut.  Tdeph.  Co.  v.  East  Sand  Prairie  Teleph.  Co. 
Oct.  22,  1917,  the  Wisconsin  Commission,  in  ordering  the  discon- 
tinuance of  a  competing  telephone  line  constructed  without  au- 
thorization by  the  Commission  in  violation  of  the  antiduplication 
statute,  said :  "Since  the  parties  could  have  obtained  an  apparently 
adequate  service,  including  a  free  connection  with  the  Blue  river  ex- 
change, by  the  simple  process  of  applying  to  the  complainant  for 
service,  or  to  the  Commission  to  compel  complainant  to  extend  serv- 
ice on  an  equitable  basis,  it  follows  that  there  was  no  adequate  reason 
for  the  introduction  of  competition. 

''Nor  is  the  situation  affected  by  the  fact  that  the  line  was  built 
partly  on  private  land,  or  by  the  further  fact  that  no  charge  is  made 
for  messages  going  over  the  line  from  outside  parties.  The  line  is 
connected  with  the  switchboard  at  Blue  river  and  is  thus  available 
for  public  use  and  is  a  part  of  the  facilities  of  that  exchange.  It 
also  supplies  the  eight  parties  with  service  into  that  exchange  and 
thence  over  all  lines  radiating  therefrom.  Hence  it  constitutes  a 
plant  or  equipment  for  giving  telephone  service  to  the  public,  and 
is  a  public  utility,  and  cannot  commence  operations  without  ob- 
taining authority  therefor  under  §  1797m-74.** 

In  Re  Mathen,  Decision  No.  4764,  Application  No.  3117,  Oct 
19,  1917,  the  California  Commission  held  that  a  petition  for  per- 
mission to  operate  a  stage  line  between  two  points  would  not  be 
denied,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  parallel  for  several  miles  an 
existing  line  incidentally  carrying  a  few  passengers  between  inter- 
mediate points,  especially  where  the  applicant  desires  to  operate 
principally  for  through  traffic,  and  public  necessity  requires  such 
service* 


HAHnS  PUBI^IO  UTILITIES  COMMISSIOIT. 

BE  QUILFOBD  WATER  COMPANY, 

[P.  C,  137.] 

OomtituUofuU  law  —  Impairment  of  contract  —  JBotes. 

1.  The  Maine  GommiBsion  is  not  bound,  in  a  rate  proceeding,  by 
a  contract  between  a  utility  and  municipality  to  which  the  rate-making 
power  it  not  reserved. 
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Valuation  —  Pair  value  —  BeproducUon  coat. 

2.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  ehould  not  be  taken  as  the 
fair  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  where  based  upon  in- 
flated prices  of  an  abnormal  period. 

Yal/uatian  —  Property  not  im  use. 

3.  Sewer  property  should  not  be  included  in  the  value  of  a  water 
company's  plant  for  rate  making,  where  the  company  is  unauthorized 
to  construct  or  operate  a  sewage  system. 

Valuation  —  Promoter's  profit. 

4.  No  allowance  was  made  for  promoter's  profit  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion, it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  operating  ex- 
penses, fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  stock  representing  actual  invest- 
ment^ and  that  other  overheads  were  allowed;  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Commission  was  finding  present  value  instead  of  original  cost. 

Valuation  — >  Ooing^concem  value, 

6.  No  allowance  was  made  for  going-concern  value  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion, it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  all  of  its  operat- 
ing expenses,  fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  stock  representing  actual 
investment,  and  that  organization  expense,  interest  during  construction, 
and  other  overhead  items,  were  recognized  in  an  estimate  of  the  ooit 
of  reproduction  new  of  the  company's  property;  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Commission  was  finding  the  present  value  instead  of  the 
original  cost. 

Vdhuition  — >  Cost  of  money, 

6.  No  allowance  was  made  for  cost  of  money  in  a  valuation  for 
•  rate  making,  it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  all  of 

its  operating  expenses,  fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  stock  represent- 
ing actual  investment,  and  that  other  overheads  were  recognized;  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Commission  was  finding  present  value  in- 
stead of  original  cost. 

Depreciation  —  Water  plant  — >  Annual  alUywance, 

7.  An  allowance  approximating  )  of  1  per  cent  per  year  for  depre- 
ciation of  a  gravity  water  plant  is  not  unreasonably  high. 

Bates  — >  Water  —  Public  use, 

8.  A  municipality  having  the  usual  number  of  hydrants,  and  requir- 
ing the  usual  quantity  of  water  for  other  public  uses,  should  pay  a 
water  company  supplying  both  public  and  domestic  service  at  least  25 
per  cent  of  the  revenue  necessary  to  enable  the  company  successfully  to 
do  business. 

Bates  •—  Water  —  Faltce  of  the  service. 

9.  A  first  faucet  water  rate  of  $6  per  annum  is  not  greater  than 
the  value  of  the  service  to  the  individual  consumer. 

Betum  — •  Water  utility  —  Percentage, 

10.  A  return  of  6  per  cent  to  a  water  utility  is  not  unreasonably 
high. 

Betum  —  Burden  of  producing  increased  revenue  — >  Unfavorable 
contract. 

11.  A  utility  which  has  entered  into  an  unfavorable  rate  contract 
with  a  municipality  should  not,  when  increased  revenue  is  necessary, 
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be  allowed  to  place  the  entire  burden  upon  private  oonsunMra,  in  ease 
ike  muaicipalitj  refuses  to  waive  its  right  under  the  contract. 

[January  23,  1918.] 

Application  for  permission  to  increase  water  rates;  granted 
under  certain  modifications  and  conditions  specified  in  the  order. 
The  fair  value  of  the  company's  property  was  found  to  be  $75,- 
000. 

Appearances:  Hudson  &  Hudson,  of  Guilford,  for  the  com- 
plainants ;  J,  S.  Williams,  Esq.,  of  Guilford,  for  the  respondent 

By  the  Commission:  Under  date  of  August  29,  1917,  the 
Guilford  Water  Company  filed  in  the  offices  of  this  Commission, 
to  become  efiFective  on  and  after  October  1,  1917,  a  change  in 
its  existing  rates  for  service..  The  rate  for  first  faucet,  which 
had  been  $6,  was  to  be  increased  to  $8  per  year;  the  rate  to 
stores  and  business  places  was  to  be  increased  from  $6  to  $8, 
and  the  rate  of  $200  theretofore  charged  to  the  Bangor  &  Aroos- 
took Bailroad  was  to  be  increased  to  $250.  This  latter  increase 
is  understood  to  have  been  brought  about  by  an  agreement  be- 
tween the  two  companies.  While  the  amendment  to  the  sched- 
ule which  would  bring  about  these  increases  was  properly  filed 
with  this  Commission  on  August  29th,  and  while  such  filing 
constituted  all  the  notice  of  the  change  which  the  company  was 
by  law  obliged  to  give,  nevertheless  the  inhabitants  of  Guilford 
did  not  receive  any  actual  notice  of  the  proposed  change  until 
the  very  last  part  of  September.  Upon  obtaining  the  informa- 
tion that  an  amended  schedule  increasing  the  rates  had  been 
filed,  the  board  of  selectmen  requested  this  Commission  to  sus- 
pend the  tariff  pending  an  investigation. 

A  preliminary  hearing  was*  had  and  an  original  suspension  to 
N"ovember  1,  1917,  ordered.  In  connection  with  such  suspen- 
sion, notice  was  given  that  a  public  hearing  upon  the  propriety 
of  such  proposed  changes  in  the  schedule  would  be  held  at  Guil- 
ford on  October  25,  1917,  and  such  hearing  was  held,  both  the 
company  and  the  town  of  Guilford  being  represented  as  above 
indicated.  The  evidence  presented  at  the  hearing  was  of  such 
character  as  to  indicate  that  as  full  a  valuation  of  the  property 
of  the  respondent  company  as  was  possible  to  make  under  the 
circumstances  was  necessary;  and  it  also  appeared  that  a  care- 
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ful  study  of  the  whole  situation  was  imperative  if  the  Commis- 
sion was  to  do  substantial  justice  to  either  the  company  or  its 
customers  in  Guilford.  Such  valuation  and  such  study  could 
not  be  made  between  the  time  of  the  hearing  and  Ifovember  1st, 
hence  a  further  suspension  of  schedules  to  February  1,  1918, 
was  ordered. 

In  the  meantime  counsel  for  both  parties  have  had  oppor- 
tunity to  present  arguments,  our  engineering  and  accounting 
forces  have  made  as  complete  and  accurate  a  valuation  as  is 
possible  under  the  circumstances,  the  Commission  has  given  the 
matter  careful  consideration,  and  the  cause  is  now  ready  for 
decision. 

As  a  matter  of  history,  the  Guilford  Water  Company  was 
organized  by  an  act  of  the  legislature  in  1909,  and  was  thereby 
authorized  to  convey  to  and  supply  the  inhabitants  of  the  town 
of  Guilford  with  water  for  domestic,  sanitary,  municipal,  and 
commercial  purposes.  It  was  given  the  right  to  take  water 
either  from  Bennett  pond  or  from  the  south  branch  of  the  Pis- 
cataquis river,  and  to  conduct  and  distribute  the  same  into  and 
through  the  town  of  Guilford.  Its  authorized  capital  stock  was 
not  to  exceed  $100,000,  and  it  had  authority  to  issue  bonds  not 
to  exceed  one  half  of  its  capital  stock. 

Prior  to  the  time  when  the  present  company  began  the  con- 
struction of  its  plant,  there  existed  in  the  town  two  small  pri- 
vate plants  furnishing  some  supply  to  a  limited  number  of  cus- 
tomerg.  The  source  of  supply  was  inadequate.  The  number 
of  customers  that  the  companies  were  capable  of  supplying  was 
limited  and  the  amount  of  fire  protection  furnished  was  negli- 
gible. The  inhabitants  of  Guilford  desired  an  adequate  supply 
for  all  purposes,  and  hence  the  charter  for  the  new  company 
was  sought  and  obtained.  Its  promoters  sought  out  Mr.  Charles 
N.  Taylor,  a  resident  of  Wellesley,  Massachusetts,  who,  as  a 
water  engineer  and  contractor,  had  become  interested  in  several 
water  companies  in  Maine,  and  requested  him  to  furnish  them 
with  figures  and  details  for  the  construction  and  completion  of 
a  water  plant  in  Guilford.  The  company  and  Mr.  Taylor  en- 
tered into  a  written  contract  under  date  of  March  24,  1910,  in 
which  it  was  provided  that  Mr.  Taylor  should  turn  over  to  the 
company  upon  a  certain  date  a  completed  plant,  and  should  re- 
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ceive  in  payment  certain  of  the  common  stock  of  the  company 
and  certain  unit  prices  for  performing  the  service  and  furnish- 
ing the  materials,  fully  set  forth  in  the  contract.  No  definite 
sum  is  named  in  the  document^  although  the  amount  to  be  re- 
ceived is  easily  susceptible  of  ascertainment. 

Whether  or  not  at  the  time  of  making  of  this  contract  Mr. 
Taylor  had  become  a  stockholder  in  the  Guilford  Water  Com- 
pany is  a  matter  which  was  in  dispute  at  the  time  of  the  hearing 
between  the  company  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  town.  We  do 
not  deem  it  as  of  consequence  to  discuss  this  phase  of  the  matter, 
for  reasons  which  will  be  later  explained. 

[1]  Evidently  the  inhabitants  of  Guilford  felt  that  if  a  water 
plant  was  to  be  built,  and  the  town  in  its  corporate  capacity 
was  to  become  a  customer  and  grant  to  the  company  certain 
rights  and  privileges,  it  was  desirable  that  the  town  or  a  water 
district  embracing  the  town  should  have  authority  to  purchase 
the  plant,  and  on  August  10,  1910,  the  town  and  the  company 
entered  into  a  certain  contract  in  writing,  setting  forth,  amongst 
other  things,  a  plan  under  which  the  town,  or  a  water  district 
if  the  same  was  farmed,  might  take  over  the  completed  plant; 
various  details  in  regard  to  hydrants ;  the  sufficiency  of  the  sup- 
ply for  public  and  private  purposes;  the  streets  upon  which 
mains  should  be  located;  the  size  of  pipes  to  be  laid  and  the 
depth  at  which  laid;  the  amount  which  the  town  should  annu- 
ally pay  for  hydrant  rental ;  and  the  amount  which  the  company 
should  charge  water  takers  per  year  for  the  first  faucet  for  each 
family.  In  the  contract  was  contained  a  statement  that  the 
town  owned  certain  pipes  already  laid  in  the  ground,  certain 
hydrants  already  erected ;  was  und^  obligations  to  oertain  com- 
panies in  town  with  reference  to  the  use  of  such  pipes  and  water 
flowing  through  the  same,  and  had  certain  rights  to  require  said 
companies  to  perform  certain  services  in  case  of  fire,  and  that 
the  water  company  assumed  those  obligations  and  acquired  those 
rights  as  a  part  consideration  for  the  contract  It  was  also  pro- 
vided that  the  company  should  furnish  to  the  municipal  officers 
of  the  town  a  detailed  statement  of  all  costs  which  entered  into 
the  construction  of  the  plant  and  all  costs  which  entered  into 
any  additions  or  new  construction  after  the  plant  was  once  com- 
pleted and  in  operation;  and  provided  for  repayment  to  the 
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company  of  a  certain  proportion  of  the  bond  discount  in  case 
the  plant  was  taken  over  within  a  certain  length  of  time,  and 
the  whole  of  the  bond  discount  if  it  was  taken  over  n.t  a  certain 
named  later  period* 

At  the  hearing  the  complainants  (and  when  we  say  complain- 
ants we  mean  the  water  takers  who  were  protesting  against  the 
proposed  changes)  laid  great  stress  upon  that  clause  in  the 
contract  which  provided  that  the  rate  to  be  charged  by  the  com- 
pany for  first  faucet  users  should  not  exceed  $6  per  year.  Evi- 
dence was  also  offered  that  the  itemized  statement  to  b^  fur- 
nished by  Mr.  Taylor,  as  called  for  in  the  contract,  was  neither 
furnished  on  time  nor  was  it  satisfactory  when  furnished.  But 
inasmuch  as  we  have  arrived  at  conclusions  of  what  the  orig- 
inal cost  of  the  plant  was  and  what  its  present  fair  value  is 
without  having  reference  to  the  prices  named  in  Mr.  Taylor's 
contract  or  his  itemized  statement,  we  do  not  find  it  necessary 
to  comment  upon  this  phase  of  the  matter.  It  is,  however,  nec- 
essary to  give  serious  attention  to  that  portion  of  the  contract 
which  attempts  to  limit  the  price  of  water  to  first  faucet  takers 
to  $6  per  year. 

Neither  the  original  charter  of  the  company  nor  any  amend- 
ment thereto  gives  or  reserves  to  the  town  of  Guilford  the  power 
to  fix  the  rates  of  the  company  nor  to  enter  into  any  contract 
therefor.  Of  course  the  town  had  authority  to  make  a  binding 
contract  with  the  company  for  any  service  rendered  to  the  town 
in  its  corporate  capacity;  and  the  town,  the  company,  and  this 
Commission  is  bound  by  all  the  lawful  terms  of  any  such  con- 
tract. And  until  the  Public  TJtilily  Act  was  passed  it  may  be 
that  the  contract  with  reference  to  the  $6  first  faucet  price  was 
binding  upon  the  company.  If  it  was  binding  in  the  beginning 
it  would  be  binding  throughout  the  life  of  the  contract,  unless, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Public  Utilities  Law  and  as  a  result 
of  public  investigation,  this  Commission  determined  that  the 
rate  so  fixed  was  either  too  high,  viewed  from  the  standpoint 
of  the  user,  or  too  low,  viewed  from  the  standpoint  of  the  com- 
pany. By  this  we  mean  that  if,  on  investigation,  this  Commis- 
sion should  find  that  the  amount  charged  by  the  company  was 
either  more  than  the  service  was  reasonably  worth,  or  that  it, 
coupled  with  other  revenues  of  the  company,  yielded  a  return 
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in  excess  of  wluit  was  fair  in  the  light  of  well-known  regulatory 
principles;  or  if,  upon  suoh  investigation,  we  found  that  this 
amount  was  less  than  the  service  was  worth  and  did  not  yield 
to  the  company  a  fair  return, — neither  the  company  nor  the 
Commission  would  be  bound  by  the  terms  of  the  contract  The 
reason  why  this  is  so  is  now  well  understood,  and  has  within 
recent  years  been  frequently  det  forth  by  Commissions  and  by 
courts.  The  theory  is  that,  while  such  a  contract  might  be  per- 
fectly legal  and  enforceable  when  made,  if  the  legislature  made 
any  changes  in  the  law,  and  in  pursuance  of  that  law  a  r^u- 
latory  body  like  this  Commission  was  called  upon  to  investigate 
and  determine  certain  facts,  and  as  a  result  of  that  investigation 
it  was  made  to  appear  that  the  rate  mentioned  in  the  contract 
was  discriminatory,  confiscatory,  unjust,  or  for  any  other  reason 
unlawful,  the  further  performance  of  that  contract  by  the  com- 
pany would  be  regarded  as  imlawful,  and  the  Commission  would 
have  the  authority  and  be  charged  with  the  duty  of  fixing  rea- 
sonable and  proper  rates  for  any  given  service,  regardless  of 
the  terms  of  this  kind  of  a  contract.  It  might  be  otherwise  if 
the  town  was  given  by  law  the  authority  to  fix  the  rates  of  a 
public  service  company,  although  this  is  a  debatable  question. 
But  beyond  doubt  at  this  time  this  Commission,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances disclosed  in  this  case,  has  the  authority  and  under 
the  law  is  bound  to  determine  what  rates  it  is  l^al  and  fair 
for  this  company  to  charge  its  customers,  regardless  of  the  al- 
leged contract  to  which  our  attention  is  called. 

We  therefore  for  the  moment  ignore  the  terms  of  the  contract, 
and  address  ourselves  to  a  consideration  of  those  matters  and 
things  which  enter  into  the  fixing  of  a  reasonable  rate  and  a 
determination  of  the  question  of  whether  the  proposed  rate  of 
the  respondent  company  is,  under  all  the  circumstances,  proper. 
The  Public  Utility  Law  provides  that  all  rates  shall  be  reason- 
able and  just,  "taking  into  due  consideration  the  fair  value  of 
all  its  property  with  a  fair  return  thereon,  its  rights  and  plant 
as  a  going  concern,  business  risk,  and  depreciation."  There- 
fore, the  rights  of  the  company  and  of  its  customers  are  directly 
predicated  upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  which  a  given 
company  is  using  in  the  service  of  the  public.     To  determine 

what  is  a  fair  value  is  oftentimes  difficult,  if  not  an  impossible 
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task.  We  will  take  for  illustration  the  property  of  this  respond- 
ent. The  plant  was  built  during  the  latter  part  of  1910,  and 
it  would  seem  as  though  its  original  cost  would  be  very  readily 
ascertained.  But,  if  that  original  cost  was  in  fact  susceptible 
of  exact  proof,  the  amount  arrived  at  might  or  might  not  rep- 
resent the  present  fair  value  of  the  property  now  being  used. 
The  legislature  did  not  say  original  cost.  It  said,  "Fair  value.'' 
Oommissions  and  courts  have  always  held  that  this  term  means 
present  value,  and  that,  while  original  cost  is  undoubtedly  an 
important  and  useful  element  to  be  considered,  this  does  not 
necessarily  represent  present  value.  Our  engineering  force  has 
taken  Mr.  Taylor's  contract,  his  details  of  materials  used,  labor 
furnished,  and  all  the  items  which  entered  into  the  construc- 
tion of  the  plant,  and,  without  regard  to  prices  which  he  charged, 
proceeded  to  construct  this  exact  plant  under  conditions  known 
to  exist  in  the  year  1910.  In  this  manner  they  have  come  to  a 
conclusion  as  to  what  was  the  fair  original  cost  of  this  plant, 
and  advise  us  that  this  amount  is  $68,501.  But  we  are  not  au- 
thorized to  stop  there.  A  plant  which  seven  years  ago  could  be 
built  and  actually  was  built  for  $68,000  might  to-day  be  worth 
more  or  less  than  that  amount  The  land,  pipes,  the  labor,  all 
of  the  things  which  entered  into  the  construction  of  that  plant 
in  1910  may  well  be  worth  to-day  a  figure  largely  in  excess  of 
what  it  cost  the  company  to  produce  the  finished  plant  seven 
years  ago.  In  fact  it  is  a  matter  of  common  knowledge  that, 
during  the  last  two  years,  the  cost  of  all  materials  and  the  cost 
of  labor  necessary  to  produce  this  plant  has  increased  from  25 
to  40  per  cent.  During  the  year  1917  these  costs  were  the  high- 
est which  have  ever  been  known.  During  the  year  1914  the 
price  of  all  kinds  of  pipe  was  considerably  below  the  average 
for  the  past  twenty  years.  With  a  knowledge  of  these  great 
fluctuations  public  service  engineers  charged  with  the  duty  of 
determining  the  present  value  of  a  given  property  do  not  select 
any  particular  year  and  apply  prices  current  that  year,  but  re- 
gard it  as  fairer  to  take  an  average  over  a  period  of  five  or 
more  years  and  apply  those  average  prices  in  arriving  at  what 
is  known  as  a  reproduction  cost.  Our  engineers,  using  this 
method  and  following  out  well-understood  theories  and  practices, 
arrived  at  a  reproduction  cost  of  the  plant  of  the  Guilford  Water 
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Company*  This  figure  of  course  did  not  represent  even  iheo- 
retical  present  value,  because  the  plant  had  been  in  use  for 
seven  years  at  the  time  the  valuation  v9bb  made.  Knowing  the 
theoretical  life  of  the  various  elements,  they  applied  a  straight- 
line  depreciation  to  the  figure  first  obtained,  and  arrived  at 
what  is  known  as  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation.  This 
Commission  has  so  many  times  explained  in  considerable  detail 
the  methods  by  which  these  results  are  arrived  at,  and  has  set 
forth  in  its  opinions  tables  illustrating  the  method,  that  it  seems 
needless  in  this  case  to  go  into  any  such  detail.  The  figures  ai^ 
rived  at  by  the  engineers  and  accountants  are  these : 

Original  cost $68,501 

Reproduction  cost $85 J42 

Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation $S2,425 

Condition  per  cent 96 

This  figure  of  reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  does  not 
take  into  account  promoter's  profit,  going-concern  value,  or  the 
cost  of  money. 

[2]  Is  this  amount  of  $82,425  the  present  fair  value  of  the 
property  of  the  Guilford  Water  Company  upon  which  it  is  enti- 
tled to  earn  a  fair  return  ?  Or  is  the  fair  value  somewhere  bp- 
tween  the  above-named  figure  of  original  cost  and  this  figure  of 
reproduction  cost  less  depreciation?  If  the  law  provided  that 
the  amount  arrived  at  by  theoretically  constructing  to-day  a 
plant  identical  with  the  one  constructed  seven  years  ago  (using 
the  reproduction  less  depreciation  theory  in  arriving  at  that 
amount)  was  to  bind  the  Commission,  we  should  have  to  find 
that  this  sum  of  $82,426  was  the  fair  value.  But  the  law  does 
not  so  provide.  This  reproduction  less  depreciation  method  is 
one  of  the  ways  by  which  the  Conmaission  seeks  to  inform  itself 
as  to  the  probable  present  fair  value  of  a  given  property.  If 
the  amount  so  ascertained  is  manifestly  greater  than  a  fair  value, 
it  must  be  reduced  to  a  proper  amount  The  ultimate  question 
of  fair  value  is  one  addressed  to  the  sound  judgment  of  the  tri- 
bunal charged  with  the  duty  of  fixing  the  fair  value,  and  no 
hard  and  fast  rule  has  been  laid  down  or  can  be  laid  down.  In 
the  present  case  we  cannot  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  high 
prices  prevailing  during  1916  and  1917  very  materially  in- 
flates the  average  of  a  five-year  period  which  includes  those  two 
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years.  During  those  two  years  costs  were  from  20  to  40  per 
cent  greater  than  during  the  previous  three  years. 

Taking  into  full  account  the  probable  original  cost  6i  this 
property  to  the  company,  the  probable  cost  of  reproducing  the 
same  plant  under  existing  abnormally  high  prices,  and  taking 
into  account  all  additions  which  have  been  made  to  the  water 
plant  itself  since  1910,  we  find  the  fair  value  of  the  property, 
used  and  useful,  which  this  company  is  employing  in  the  service 
of  the  public,  to  be  $75,000.  In  this  amount  is  included  $5,000, 
which  the  company  paid  for  the  two  private  plants,  and  an 
amount  of  $9,240.17,  whiok  we  find  is  the  present  fair  value  of 
the  additions  which  the  company  has  made  since  the  plant  was 
completed. 

[3]  We  have  not  included  in  this  amoimt  any  of  the  cost  or 
value  of  the  sewer  property  which  the  company  owns.  It  seems 
that  the  water  company  has  constructed  a  system  of  sewers,  and 
in  its  ratefiT  for  water  service  charges  a  certain  definite  amount 
to  parties  who  are  connected  with  the  sewer  and  who  use  water 
in  connection  therewith;  but  we  do  not  find  that  the  company 
was  authorized  to  construct  or  ^^erate  a  sewerage  system,  and, 
this  being  so,  it  has  no  right,  and  we  have  no  right,  to  allow 
any  amount  as  a  value  upon  which  as  a  water  company  it  is 
entitled  to  receive  any  return. 

[4-6]  Nor  does  this  amount  include  anything  for  promoter's 
profit,  going^<5onoem  value,  or  cost  of  money.  It  does  include 
an  allowance  for  all  other  intangible  values. 

The  evidence  shows  that  the  company,  from  the  completion 
of  its  works  to  the  jfresent  time,  has  earned  all  of  its  operating 
expenses,  fixed  charges,  and  dividends  on  its  preferred  stock. 
The  common  stock  does  not  represent  actual  investment. 

An  allowance  for  organization  expense  and  interest  during 
construction  is  included  in  our  cost  of  reproduction  new,  and 
other  overhead  items  are  recognized.  Under  the  circumstances, 
and  considering  that  we  are  finding  the  present  value  instead 
of  the  original  cost,  we  are  not  justified  in  adding  anything  to 
the  above  sum  of  $75,000  on  account  of  promotion  fees,  going 
value,  or  bond  discount.  Seventy-five  thousand  dollars  is  there- 
fore the  amount  which  we  find  to  be  the  fair  value  of  all  the 

property  of  the  Guilford  Water  Company  upon  which  it  is  en- 
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titled  to  earn  a  return,  taking  into  full  account  its  rights  and 
plant  as  a  going  concern  and  the  business  risk. 

[7]  ■  As  to  the  matter  of  depreciation,  this  company,  until  the 
year  1917,  had  not  set  aside  any  sum  for  a  depreciation  reserve- 
That  year  it  set  aside  $150,  This,  in  our  judgment,  is  not 
enough.  Of  course  it  is  well  understood  tiiat  ordinarily  pipes 
in  the  ground  will  last  many  years.  This  system  is  a  gravity 
system,  and  has  no  machinery  which  requires  repairs  or  replace- 
ments, and  that  which  is  susceptible  of  depreciation  is  the  stand- 
pipe,  the  mains,  the  services,  and  the  hydrants.  Our  engineers 
advise  us  that  an  amount  approximating  ^  of  1  per  cent  per  year 
is  no  more  than  a  proper  amount  for  depreciation.  We  conclude 
that  $350  per  year  is  a  fair  amount  to  be  set  aside.  This  amount 
of  course  must  be  obtained  from  the  rates  charged  to  the  public, 
and  is  now  regarded  as  a  proper  charge. 

If  $76^000  is  a  fair  value  of  the  company's  property,  and  if  6 
per  cent  is  no  more  than  a  fair  return  (and  this  is  all  the  com- 
pany now  asks)  the  amount  of  net  revenue  which  the  company 
is  entitled  to  receive  each  year  is  $4,500.  To  tiiis  amount  should 
be  added  the  annual  depreciation  of  $360,  making  the  necessary 
return  $4,850.  According  to  the  returns  of  the  company  for  the 
year  1917,  the  net  revenue  actually  received  (without  deprecia- 
tion) was  $4,054.    This  was  $796  leas  than  a  6  per  cait  net  return. 

Is  the  company  entitled  to  receive  tiie  whole  or  any  part  of 
this  apparent  deficit,  and  if  yes,  in  what  manner  and  from  what 
sources  shall  it  collect  the  whole  or  any  part  of  that  amount? 
Our  investigation  and  study  in  this  case  leads  us  to  believe  that 
the  amounts  charged  and  received  by  the  company  from  two  of 
its  customers  is  grossly  inadequate.  The  evidence  shows  that 
when  the  Guilford  Water  Company's  plant  was  conceived  the 
company  expected  to  supply  Guilford  and  Guilford  only.  It 
planned  its  pipe  line  from  the  source  of  supply  to  the  standpipe, 
its  standpipe,  and  the  mains  leading  through  the  streets  in  the 
village  of  Guilford  for  the  supplying  of  Guilford  alone.  But 
before  the  plant  was  completed,  Mr.  Charles  If.  Taylor  became 
virtually  the  owner  of  a  water  plant  in  the  neighboring  village 
of  Sangerville*  This  company  was  without  an  adequate  supply 
of  water  and  did  not  have  adequate  fire  protection.  Without 
materially  changing  his  plans  for  the  Guilford  plant,  Mr.  Taylor 
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entered  into  an  arrangement  whereby  Sangerville  was  to  be  sup- 
plied with  water  for  private  and  public  purposes  from  the  Guil- 
ford standpipe.  And  the  arrangement  which  he  made  called  for 
a  payment  by  the  Sangerville  company  to  the  Guilford  company 
of  $300  a  year.  This  amount,  the  complainants  assert,  is  man- 
ifestly too  low  a  charge  for  Guilford  to  make,  having  in  mind  the 
cost  to  the  Guilford  company  of  rendering  that  service  and  the 
value  of  that  service  to  the  Sangerville  company. 

Looking  at  the  relative  situation  of  the  two  villages,  we  find 
that  the  population  of  Guilford  is  about  that  of  Sangerville.  It 
appears  that  the  number  of  first  faucet  water  takers  in  Guilford 
is  320  and  in  Sangerville  162, — ^very  nearly  2  to  1.  The  number 
of  public  hydrants  in  Guilford  is  36  and  Sangerville  20, — again 
nearly  2  to  1.  Carefully  compiled  statistics  show  that  if  a  given 
plant  is  obliged  to  furnish  fire  protection  as  well  as  water  for 
domestic  use,  the  plant  must  necessarily  be  much  laiger  than  if  it 
was  to  furnish  water  for  domestic  use  only.  And  it  is  urged  by 
the  complainants  that^  if  the  Guilford  company  is  so  situated 
that  it  can  and  does  actually  stand  ready  to  furnish  ftdl  fire 
protection  to  Sangerville  with  its  20  hydrants,  and  also  furnishes 
to  its  162  takers  an  adequate  supply  of  water;  and  if  the  gross 
revenue  of  the  Guilford  company  is  a  trifle  in  excess  of  $5,000, 
including  $1,000  paid  by  the  town  for  hydrant  rental  and  other 
public  uses,  the  amount  which  Sangerville  ought  to  contribute 
to  that  gross  revenue  is  conBiderably  in  excess  of  $300,  which 
latter  amount  yields  a  trijSe  less  than  6  per  cent  of  Guilford's 
gross  revenue.  We  agree  fully  with  this  contention  of  the  com- 
plainants, and  feel  that  the  amount  which  the  Guilford  company 
is  charging  the  Sangerville  company  is  grossly  inadequate.  It 
may  be  that  the  amount  of  this  charge  is  not  at  all  influenced  by 
the  fact  that  Mr.  Taylor  is  a  large  owner  in  the  Sangerville 
company  and  a  large  owner  in  the  Guilford  company.  The 
testimony  showed  that  the  Sangerville  company  paid  10  per  cent 
upon  its  capital.  The  returns  made  by  the  company  to  this  Com- 
mission, however,  indicate  only  a  4  per  cent  return.  We  do  not 
know  which  is  correct,  but  we  do  know  that  the  sum  of  $300 
is  not  an  adequate  payment  by  the  Sangerville  company  for  the 
services  it  receives  from  the  Guilford  company.  While  we  have 
no  power  to  control  the  amount  which  the  Sangerville  company 
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shall  pay  for  the  water  which  it  distributes  to  its  customers^  we 
cannot  allow  the  Guilford  company  to  increase  its  rates  and  take 
from  its  customers  a  considerable  sum  of  money  when  we  are 
convinced  that  the  respondent  company  ought  to  be  obtaining  at 
least  a  part  of  necessary  increased  revenue  from  one  of  its  laiger 
customers.     It  is  urged  upon  us  that  the  Sangerville  company 
ought  to  pay  an  amount  equal  to  from  25  to  33  per  cent  of  the 
gross  revenue  of  the  Guilford  company.    If  we  took  the  smaller 
figure  the  amount  would  be  $1,250.     But  the  water  takers  of 
Guilford  must  bear  in  mind  that  if  Sangerville  is  charged  an 
excessive  amount  it  may  conclude  to  go  to  some  source  of  supply 
of  its  own,  and  from  that  source  supply  itself  for  an  amount  less 
than  the  above-named  figure.    Whether  or  not  this  can  be  done 
we  do  not  know,  but  we  are  not  justified  in  even  suggesting  that 
the  Guilford  company  should  make  an  excessive  charge  against 
the  Sangerville  company.    If  the  Sangerville  company  should  see 
fit  to  go  elsewhere  for  its  supply  and  all  revenue  from  Sanger- 
ville cut  off  from  Guilford,  the  Guilford  oonsumers  would  have 
to  stand  the  entire  burden.     This  is  of  course  not  advisable. 
While  we  do  not  assume  to  fix  the  amount  whioh  Sangerville 
should  pay,  we  are  warranted  and  authorized  in  announcing  a 
sum  which,  in  our  judgment,  would  be  fair,  and  setting  that 
up  as  an  amount  properly  chargeable  to  the  Guilford  company  as 
revenue  use  that  amount  in  figuring  the  details  of  what  consti- 
tutes a  fair  return  to  Guilford.    In  this  spirit  we  suggest  that 
$450  is  no  more  than  a  fair  amount  for  Guilford  to  charge  Sang- 
erville.   This  being  so,  the  amount  of  added  net  revenue  which 
the  Guilford  comany  is  entitled  to  receive  is  reduced  to  $646. 
[8]  The  testimony  discloses  another  condition  which  not  only 
invites,  but  requires,  attention,  inasmuch  as  it  is  of  importance 
to  the  individual  water  takers  in  Guilford,  to  the  town  in  its 
corporate  capacity,  and  to  the  company.     This  is  the  amount 
paid  by  the  town  to  the  company  for  water  for  public  purposes, 
and  being  the  amount  named  in  the  contract  of  1910.    If  it  be 
true  that  the  company  is  entitled  to  an  increased  amount  of 
revenue,  this  increase  should  not  wholly  fall  upon  one  class  of 
consumers,  but  should  be  as  evenly  as  may  be  distributed  over  the 
entire  business  of  the  company.    In  trying  to  ascertain  whether 
the  town  of  Guilford  is  paying  a  proper  amount  for  water  re- 
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quired  for  public  uses,  and  whether  there  should  be  an  increase 
in  this  amount,  we  are  not  losing  sight  of  the  fact  that  the  town, 
prior  to  the  time  of  making  its  contract  with  the  company,  had 
certain  pipes  already  in  the  ground,  certain  hydrants  already 
located,  had  the  benefit  of  the  assistance  from  the  woolen  mill 
in  case  of  fire, — all  of  which  property  and  rights  the  town  sur- 
rendered to  the  company  as  a  part  consideration  for  the  sum 
agreed  upon  which  the  town  was  to  pay  for  water  for  public  pur- 
poses. These  concessions  upon  the  part  of  the  town  were  and 
will  continue  to  be  of  value  to  the  company.  At  the  same  time 
the  amount  which  the  town  is  to  contribute  should  be  fair  both 
to  the  company  and  to  private  consumers.  It  was  formerly 
thought  to  be  good  business  judgment  upon  the  part  of  a  town 
if  its  officers,  in  making  a  trade  with  the  water  company,  could 
obtain  a  very  low  figure  for  public  service.  This  Commission 
has  often  had  occasion  to  rectify  inequalities  in  the  prices  paid 
hy  public  and  private  consumers,  and  to  place  them  upon  a  more 
equitable  basis  than  officials  of  the  town  formerly  thought  proper. 
Oftentimes  people  charged  with  the  performance  of  public  duties 
for  a  town,  and  who  in  the  performance  of  their  public  duty  are 
required  to  make  a  contract  for  public  water  service,  lose  sight 
of  the  fact  that  the  water  company  must  have  a  certain  amount 
of  revenue  in  order  to  enable  it  to  do  business,  and,  if  the  town 
pays  less  than  its  fair  share,  private  consumers  must  pay  more 
than  their  fair  share  in  order  that  the  company  may  receive  a 
fair  return  upon  the  value  of  its  property  and  be  thus  enabled 
to  do  business. 

Careful  investigation  has  danonstrated  that  a  municipality 
having  the  usual  number  of  hydrants,  and  requiring  the  u$ual 
quantity  of  water  for  other  public  uses,  and  by  reason  of  such 
liydrants  and  other  public  uses  requiring  a  company  to  build  its 
T)lant  considerably  larger  than  would  be  necessary  if  only  domes- 
tic users  were  to  be  supplied,  should  pay  to  the  company  for  such 
public  service  at  least  25  per  cent  of  the  revenue  necessary  to 
enable  the  company  to  successfully  do  business.  Applying  this 
rule  to  the  town  of  Guilford,  we  find  that  the  gross  revenue  of 
the  company  for  the  year  1917  was  $5,010.59.  Adding  to  this 
amount  the  $796  additional  revenue  which  we  find  the  company 
is  entitled  to,  makes  the  necessary  gross  revenue  for  1918  $5,806. 
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Asstuning  that  25  per  cent  of  this  should  be  contributed  by  the 
town  of  Guilford,  we  arrive  at  an  amount  of  $1,451.35  as  the 
sum  which  the  town  should  be  paying  for  this  public  service. 
It  is  actually  paying  under  the  contract  $1,000.  If  we  assume 
that  the  sum  of  $151.35  is  a  sufficient  yearly  rental  for  the  com- 
pany to  pay  for  the  use  of  the  pipes  and  the  fire  service  of  the 
woolen  mill,  the  town  is  still  paying  $300  less  than  its  fair  share 
of  the  amount  which  the  water  company  is  entitled  to  receive. 

We  realize  that  we  have  no  control  over  the  existing  contract 
The  town  and  the  company  had  a  legal  right  to  make  this  con- 
tract; the  Public  Utilities  Law  in  no  way  interfered  with  that 
right;  and  the  contract  must  stand  unless  the  town  in  its  cor- 
porate capacity  sees  fit  to  vary  the  terms  of  the  contract  to  the 
extent  of  voting  to  alter  its  terms  so  that  the  amount  annually 
to  be  paid  will  be  $1,300  instead  of  $1,000.  It  is  clearly  up  to 
the  town  to  determine  whether,  in  its  corporate  capacity,  it  feels 
called  upon  to  make  its  fair  contribution,  or  whether  it  prefers 
to  let  those  citizens  of  the  town  who  are  private  consumers  of 
water  bear  the  entire  burden.  The  water  company  is  entitled, 
in  our  judgment,  to  the  amount  above  indicated.  That  addition- 
al amount  should  be  raised  by  somewhat  equally  dividing  it 
between  the  two  classes  of  consumers  who  are  making  the  demand 
upon  the  company;  viz,,  the  town  in  its  corporate  capacity  and 
the  private  consumers  in  their  private  capacity. 

If  the  Guilford  company  charges  to  Sangerville  $150  in  ex- 
cess of  the  amount  now  being  charged,  tiius  reducing  the  amount 
of  increase  from  $796  to  $646 ;  and  if  the  town  in  its  corporate 
capacity  pays.  $300  additional  for  the  public  use  of  water,  again 
reducing  this  amount  to  $346,  an  increase  of  $1  to  each  first 
faucet  taker  in  Guilford  will  give  the  company  a  little  more 
than  the  amount  necessary  to  make  the  balance  of  the  increase. 

And  inasmuch  as  we  have  only  figured  a  return  upon  a  6  per 
cent  basis,  this  small  increase  will  not  elevate  that  return  but  a 
small  fraction  of  1  per  cent.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  town 
does  not  see  fit  to  stand  any  part  of  the  increase,  the  private  con- 
sumers must  stand  it  all,  and  this  will  result  in  practically  the 
increase  su^ested  by  the  company  in  its  amended  schedules  now 
under  suspension.  Otherwise  stated,  if  the  town  contributes 
$300  of  the  necessary  increase,  the  rate  to  private  consumers 
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need  be  increased  but  $1  per  faucet,  but  if  the  town  contributes 
nothing  the  rate  to  private  consumers  will  have  to  be  increased 
somewhere  from  $1.50  to  $2. 

[9]  Is  this  $6  rate  now  in  existence  more  or  less  than  the 
value  of  the  service  to  the  individual  consumer?  While  com- 
parison of  rates  in  other  localities  is  not  by  any  means  con- 
trolling, for  the  reason  that  conditions  may  differ  very  widely, 
it  is  interesting  and  perhaps  useful  to  note  that,  with  but  very 
few  exceptions,  water  rates  in  Maine  for  first  faucet  takers  are 
$7  or  more.  Those  places  where  the  rates  are  less  than  $7  are 
mostly  large  commumties  having  very  many  takers  to  each  mile 
of  pipe  and  a  gross  revenue  sufficiently  large  so  that  a  small 
profit  on  each  taker  results  in  an  adequate  net  return  at  a  lower 
unit  price  to  each  customer.  Many  rates  are  as  high  as  $10. 
A  considerable  number  of  companies  charge  their  first  faucet 
customers  $8.  While  we  sincerely  hope  that  the  town  of  Guil- 
ford will,  in  its  corporate  capacity,  conclude  to  pay  its  share 
of  the  necessary  increase,  we  shall  not  hesitate  to  permit  a  rate 
of  $7.50  or  $8  to.  go  into  effect  if  the  necessary  increase  must 
all  fall  upon  private  consumers.  Such  a  rate  would  be  neither 
excessive  by  comparison,  nor  would  it  be  greater  than  the  value 
of  the  service  warrants. 

In  order  that  there  shall  be  no  misunderstanding,  let  us  re- 
state some  of  OUT  conclusions  and  recommendations.  We  find 
that  $75,000  is  the  full  present  fair  value  of  the  property  which 
the  Guilford  Water  Company  is  using  in  the  service  of  the  public. 

[10]  We  find  that  6  per  cent  upon  that  amount  is  no  more 
than  the  fair  return  to  which  the  company  is  entitled. 

We  find  that  by  doing  the  same  business  which  it  did  in  the 
year  1917,  at  the  same  rates,  the  company  would  fall  short  of 
such  fair  return  by  the  amount  of  $796. 

We  believe  that  the  Sangerville  Water  Company  should  con- 
tribute $150  of  this  amount,  reducing  the  necessary  increased 
revenue  to  $646. 

Of  this  latter  amount  we  believe  the  town  of  Guilford  should 
pay  $300,  and  that  the  rate  to  private  consumers  should  be  in- 
creased $1  per  faucet,  thus  producing  the  balance  of  the  neces- 
sary increased  revenue,  with  a  slight  overlay  from  the  increased 
charge  to  railroads  and  increase  in  number  of  faucets,  all  ol 
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which  will  make  no  more  than  a  reasonable  allowance  for  con- 
tingencies. 

In  case  the  town  does  not  modify  its  existing  contract  so  as 
to  pay  this  additional  amount,  it  will  be  necessary  to  increase 
the  rate  to  private  consumers  $1.50  at  least. 

The  company  should  set  aside  eadi  year  for  depreciation  $350, 
and  earmark  the  fund  to  be  so  created  so  that  it  may  be  preserred 
and  used  as  a  depreciation  reserve. 

The  town  is  perhaps  entitled  to  our  view  as  to  how  its  contract 
with  the  company  may  be  modified.     This  decision  will  be  in 
the  possession  of  the  town  and  of  the  company  on  or  before  Feb- 
ruary 1st    Between  that  date  and  the  time  for  the  annual  town 
meeting  in  Guilford  there  will  be  ample  opportunity  for  officials 
of  the  town  and  of  the  company  to  get  together  and  discuss  mat- 
ters.    The  citizens  can  in  advance  of  the  town  meeting  be  in- 
formed of  the  suggestions  of  this  Commission,  an  article  placed 
in  the  warrant  under  which  appropriate  action  to  modify  the  con- 
tract may  be  had/  and  the  matter  put  squarely  up  to  the  voters. 
In  our  order  we  shall  provide  that  the  existing  rates  shall  con- 
tinue in  effect  until  April  1,  1918,  and  the  new  rates  to  be 
thereafter  in  effect  will  depend  upon  the  action  of  the  town  at 
its  annual  town  meeting.    If  the  town  vot«s8  to  pay  $1,300  for 
water  for  public  uses  instead  of  $1,000,  the  rates  to  private  con- 
sumers will  be  but  $1  in  excess  of  the  existing  rates.    If  the 
town  votes  not  to  make  this  increase  or  any  increase,  the  rates 
to  private  consumers  will  be  increased  to  such  an  amount  as  will 
yield  the  company  the  sum  above  indicated  to  be  necessary  in 
order  to  yield  the  fair  return  demanded. 

We  do  not  undertake  to  indicate  to  the  town  what  it  ought  to 
do,  but  have  simply  stated  the  percentage  of  gross  revenue  which 
careful  investigation  and  experience  has  shown  that  public  water 
service  should  contribute. 

[11]  It  will  of  course  be  observed  that  in  our  order  we  have 
provided,  in  case  the  town  does  not  see  fit  to  contribute  $300  for 
public  service  to  the  company,  the  amount  of  increase  in  tibat 
event  is  only  60  cents  for  each  private  taker  over  the  increase 
to  be  authorized  in  case  the  town  does  so  contribute.  This  50- 
cent  increase  will  not  produce  an  amount  equal  to  the  $300  which 
the  town  may  feel  called  upon  to  contribute,  and  a  word  of  ex- 
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planation  may  be  neoessaiy  lest  someone  think  that  we  had  fallen 
into  the  error  of  assuming  that  the  50-eent  increase  took  the  place 
of  the  $800  item  on  the  part  of  the  town.  As  we  hare  already 
said,  the  entire  burden  of  producing  all  of  the  needed  additional 
revenue  should  not  fall  upon  one  class  of  customers.  If  the  town 
does  not  see  £t  to  stand  its  share  of  the  necessary  increase,  the 
company,  in  our  judgment,  under  the  circumstances  disclosed  in 
this  case,  should  stand  some  of  the  burden,  for  the  reason  that 
the  Guilford  Water  Company  voluntarily  entered  into  this  con- 
tract already  referred  to;  and  while  the  amount  mentioned 
therein  does  not  now  produce  a  fair  return,  we  nevertheless  can- 
not entirely  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  there  was  at  least  a  sem- 
blance of  an  agreement,  and  the  company  should  not  be  permitted 
to  place  the  entire  burden  of  its  mistake  upon  one  class  of  cus- 
tomers.  It  is  for  this  reason  that  we  permit  the  50-cent  increase 
under  the  circumstances  outlined,  rather  than  providing  for  a 
larger  amount  which  would  produce  the  entire  needed  additional 
revenue. 

Now  after  public  notice,  full  hearing,  and  mature  considera- 
tion in  this  matter,  being  formal  complaint  No.  137  on  the  docket 
of  this  Commission,  it  is 

Ordered,  Adjudged,  and  Decreed  as  follows: 

1.  That  the  schedule  of  rates  of  the  respondent  Guilford  Wa- 
ter Company  filed  with  this  Commission  August  30,  1917,  dated 
August  29,  1917,  to  be  effective  October  1,  1917,  and  entitled 
M.  P.  U.  C.  No.  4,  Class  A,  Sheets  1  and  2,  Fourth  Revision, 
which  said  schedule  of  rates  was  by  this  Commission  on  Sep- 
tember 28,  1917,  suspended  until  November  1,  1917,  and  there- 
after on  October  27,  1917,  further  suspended  until  the  1st  day 
of  February,  1918,  are  declared  to  be  unreasonable,  unjust,  and  * 
tmduly  and  unlawfully  discriminatory,  and  are  not  permitted 
to  go  into  effect  of  February  1,  1918,  or  at  any  other  time,  and 
said  Guilford  Water  Company  is  hereby  ordered  to  refrain  from 
charging  or  attempting  to  charge  the  rates  mentioned  in  said 
schedule  which  are  in  excess  of  the  rates  in  effect  by  said  com- 
pany upon  and  immediately  prior  to  said  August  29,  1917. 

2.  Said  Guilford  Water  Company  is  forbidden  to  charge  its 
customers  until  after  April  1,  1918,  any  other  or,  different  rates 
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than  those  published  in  its  schedules  effective  upon  and  prior  to 
said  August  29,  1917. 

3,  Said  Guilford  Water  Company  is  hereby  directed  to  file 
in  the  office  of  this  Commission  on  or  before  March  20,  1918, 
a  new  schedule  of  rates  effective  April  1,  1918,  together  with 
an  application  to  this  Conmiission  to  have  such  new  schedule 
take  effect  upon  said  last-mentioned  date  upon  less  than  statutorj 
notice,  which  said  new  schedule  shall  be  the  same  in  all  respects 
as  its  present  schedule  exc^t  in  the  following  respects,  vk,: 
If  prior  to  the  filing  of  said  schedule  the  town  of  Guilford  shall 
have  so  modified  its  existing  contract  with  said  Guilford  Water 
Company  as  to  provide  for  an  additional  yearly  payment  to 
said  company  of  $300,  then  the  rate  to  be  chained  to  first  faucet 
customers  for  service,  the  minimum  rate  to  be  charged  for  any 
single  service,  and  the  rate  to  be  charged  to  stores  'and  busings 
places  not  requiring  more  than  ordinary  supply  of  water,  shall 
be  $7.  If,  however,  prior  to  the  time  indicated  for  filing  of  said 
new  schedule,  said  town  of  Guilford  shall  not  have  so  modified 
its  said  contract,  then  the  rate  to  be  charged  to  the  above-named 
takers  and  shown  in  said  schedules  shall  be  $7.50.  The  new 
schedule  may  show  the  amount  to  be  charged  to  railroads,  which 
is  indicated  in  the  suspended  schedules  now  on  file. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, at  Augusta,  this  23d  day  of  January,  a.  d.  1918. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Maine,  Benj.  F.  Cleaves,  Wil- 
liam B.  Skelton,  and  John  E.  Bunker. 

Note. — ^Watcr  rates. 

To  determine  the  reasonableness  of  a  per  hydrant  charge  for  public 
fire  protection  in  a  town,  a  comparison  with  the  per  hydrant  charge 
in  another  town  maintaining  about  four  times  the  number  of  hy- 
drants is  not  determinative.  Bartlett  v.  Bangor  B.  &  Electric  Co. 
(Me.)  F.  C.  108,  Aug.  7,  1917. 

After  the  sale  of  a  portion  of  a  water  system,  at  a  price  satis- 
factory to  the  utility,  its  remaining  consumers  cannot  be  required 
to  pay  increased  rates  to  compensate  it  for  a  loss  of  revenue  from 
the  properties  sold.  Re  Coalinga  Consol.  Water  Co.  (Gal.)  Decision 
No.  4908,  Application  No.  3204,  Nov.  30,  1917. 

In  Getschow  v.  Commonwealth  Land  Co.  Case  No.  128,  Oct  13, 

1917,  the  Colorado  Commission  authorized  an  increase  in  water  and 

irrigation  rates*  charged  by  a  company  notwithstanding  it  appeared 
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that  the  consumers  had  all  purchased  property  from  the  laud  com- 
pany which  owned  the  water  plant  in  reliance  upon  contracts  for 
water;  the  Commission  taking  the  position  that,  while  the  land 
company  was  not  entitled  to  earn  any  return  on  its  investment,  it 
was,  nevertheless,  entitled  to  earn  an  amount  practically  sufficient 
to  pay  its  operating  expenses. 

In  Re.  Electric  &  Water  Utilities,  May  26,  1917,  the  Oregon  Cchu- 
mission  said:  "Eate  analyses  have  heretofore  generally  combined 
the  minimum  investment  costs  and  the  fixed  plant  costs,  and  ap- 
portioned this  sum  according  to  the  demands  of  each  customer.  This 
rate  design  does  not  give  proper  consideration  to  the  effection  of 
diversity  factor,  which  is  defined  as  the  ratio  of  the  total  of  the 
separate  demands  of  all  consumers  to  the  maximum  coincident  de- 
mand on  the  supply.  Under  such  a  plan  a  customer  maintaining  a 
continuous  demand  on  the  system  would  pay  no  more  of  the  fixed 
plant  costs  than  another  customer  of  an  occasional  demand  of  the 
same  amount.  It  is  evident  that  several  customers  of  the  latter 
class  with  noncoincident  demands  can  all  be  supplied  by  practically 
the  same  amount  of  fixed  plant  costs  that  is  caused  by  the  single 
customer  with  a  continuous  demand,  equal  to  only  that  of  the  largest 
of  such  group.  Another  feature  that  should  be  self-evident  is  that, 
except  in  special  cases,  large  installations  may  be  supplied  with  less 
distribution  fixed  plant  costs  per  unit  of  demand  than  small  installa- 
tions. A  rate  form  meeting  this,  and  previously  explained  condi- 
tions, has  been  evolved,  and  will  be  designated  as  the  ^Oregon  rate' 
form,  to  differentiate  it  from  other  standard  forms. 

"Provision  for  the  rate  feature  just  mentioned  may  be  equitably 
made  by  the  use  of  a  low  secondary  rate  and  a  higher  primary  rate. 
The  primary  rate  is  applicable  to  the  consumption  equal  to  a  fixed 
period  of  use  of  the  demand  beyond  which  the  effect  of  the  diversity 
factor  will  not  be  generally  applicable.  It  contains  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, in  addition  to  the  quantity  costs,  the  fixed  plant  costs  distribut- 
ed as  a  part  of  the  unit  costs.  •  These  latter  costs  diminish  in  amount 
for  additional  blocks  of  demand.  The  customer  with  large  demand, 
exercised  for  only  a  portion  of  this  fixed  period,  will  consequently 
pay  for  his  demand  only  for  the  time  used,  but  at  a  relatively  high- 
er rate. 

"The  secondary  rate,  to  a  large  extent,  contains  only  the  quantity 
costs  arising  from  consumption  after  the  fixed  period  above  men- 
tioned. It  vrill  be  found  that  the  higher  percentage  of  distribution 
losses  for  small  customers,  the  impossibility  of  assuming  a  single 
fixed  period  proper  for  all  classes  of  customers,  and  other  features, 
will  prevent  an  exact  and  absolute  placing  of  all  fixed  costs  in  the 
primary  rate.  The  primary  rate  characteristics  will  necessarily  be 
merged  into  the  secondary,  and  several  blocks  of  unit  rates  may  be 
found  necessary  in  the  latter.    To  the  ordinary  customer  costs,  in- 
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eluding  those  of  the  minimtim  inTestmenty  will  be  added  the  fixed 
plant  and  quantity  costs  of  the  normal  consumption,  and  the  sum 
of  the  costs  just  mentioned  from  the  first  block  of  the  rate.  Because 
of  the  method  of  its  origin  this  first  block  is  also  a  statement  of  tlie 
correct  minimum  charge." 

The  installation  of  additional  water  fixtures  in  a  private  residence 
for  the  greater  convenience  of  the  occupant  resulting  in  increaaed 
charge  under  the  existing  flat  rates  does  not  create  ^'unusual  condi- 
tions  of  use''  so  as  to  warrant  an  order  requiring  the  utility  to  install 
a  meter  in  advance  of  the  time  that  the  house  would  be  reached  in 
the  regular  order  of  installation  in  compliance  with  the  Commis- 
sion's order  requiring  a  gradual  installation  of  meters  except  at 
hotels,  large  boarding  houses,  laundries,  all  commercial  and  man- 
ufacturing establishments,  and  ^'residences  where  unusual  conui- 
tions  of  use  prevail."  Hanley  v.  Point  Pleasant  Waterworks  Co. 
(N.  J.)  Nov.  13,  1917. 

In  Re  Clayton  Glassboro  Water  Co.  Jan.  29, 1918,  the  New  Jersey 
Commission  held  that  a  minimum  of  $12  per  annum  would  not 
be  unreasonable  for  domestic  cuatomers  using  f*inch  meters,  or  for 
those  paying  fixture  rates. 

In  Be  Electric  ft  Water  Ftilitiee,  May  26,  1917,  fhe  Oregon  Com- 
mission stated  that  vacant  lots  increased  the  cost  of  utility  service 
and  ^'the  owners  whose  property  value  has  been  enhanced  by  avail- 
able water  and  electric  service  should  not  oitirely  escape  the  burdei 
incident  thereto.  Recent  writers  on  water-rate  analyses  suggest 
that  costs  equivalent  to  these  minimum  investment  costs  can  be 
more  equitably  assessed  in  proportion  to  the  street  frontage  occupied, 
similar  assessments  to  be  made  for  the  sewer  utility.  This  method 
has  not  been  considered  as  a  basis  for  the  rates  hereinafter  evolved, 
as  the  minimum  investment  costs  have  been  averaged  over  the  total 
number  of  customers,  but  it  is  presented  as  a  possible  alternative 
method  which  will  probably  first  be  made  effective  where  plants  are 
municipally  owned. 

"In  fact,  this  idea  of  dividing  the  distribution  costs  into  two 
divisions  is  similar  to  the  method  of  allocating  the  costs  of  a  sewer 
installation.  Those  for  the  small  standard  service  laterals  are  as- 
sessed to  the  adjoining  property  only,  while  the  costs  of  trunk  sewers 
are  distributed  over  all  the  users. 

"In  the  investigaticNd.  special  attention  has  been  given  by  the 
Commission  to  this  method  of  deriving  and  using  these  minimum 
investment  costs.  It  should  show  clearly  that  these  costs,  in  conunon 
with  other  customer  costs,  are  entirely  unrelated  to  the  quantity  of 
service  units  consumed.  The  rate,  if  equitably  designed,  must  pro- 
vide that  each  customer  pay  these  costs;  consequently,  if  they  are 
attached  to  the  first  block  of  service  units  used,  a  low  unit  cost  there- 
for cannot  be  expected.    This  method  will  alao  give  the  rate  below 
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whidi  additional  customers  with  the  average  service  requirements 
cannot  be  taken,  or  existing  customers  continued  in  service,  except 
at  a  loss,  and  to  this  extent  it  forms  the  chief  basis  of  computing 
the  correct  minimum  charge." 

The  practice  of  placing  the  fire  protection  rate  entirely  upon  a 
per  hydrant  basis  is  objectionable,  as  it  tends  to  minimize  the  num- 
ber of  hydrants  installed,  thereby  handicapping  adequate  fire  serv- 
ice.   Be  Sturgeon  Bay  Utility  CommiBsion  (Wis.)  Dec,  24,  1917, 


MAINK  PUBIilO  imiilTIES  C01!^fMIS6I0N. 

BE  CUMBEBLAND  COUNTY  POWEB  &  LIGHT  COMPANY. 

[F.  C.  146.] 

Diacriminaiian  —  Bailway  fare  —  Lines  operated  under  similar  can" 
ditiona  —  Presumption. 

1.  A  strong  presumption  of  discrimmation  arises  where  different 
rates  of  fare  are  charged  on  railway  lines  operating  from  a  common 
center  under  conditions  that  are  very  much  alike. 

Discrintination  —  Reduced  rate  ticJcets  —  Unlimited  use. 

2.  Railway  ticket  hooks  good  for  a  specified  number  of  rides  at  a 
reduced  fare  without  any  limitation  as  to  ownership  or  time  of  use 
are  im justly  discriminatory;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  they  are  issued 
in  fulfilment  of  a  condition  to  the  grant  of  a  mimicipal  franchise. 

Constitutional  law  —  Impairment  of  contract  —  Franchise  rates, 

3.  The  state's  power  of  regulation,  through  the  Maine  Commission, 
is  not  abridged  by  a  franchise  rate  contract  between  a  municipality  and 
a  public  utility;  it  appearing  that  the  municipality  had  no  direct 
authority  to  make  such  a  contract,  and  that  the  utility  had  been  author- 
ized to  fix  its  own  rates. 

Estoppel  —  Power  to  regulate  rates  —  Ultra  vires  contract,       ^ 

4.  The  state  of  Maine  is  not  estopped  from  its  power  to  regulate, 
by  an  ultra  vires  franchise  rate  contract  between  a  municipality  and 
public  utility. 

JHscrimination  —  Franchise  rate  —  Technicality, 

5.  Refusal  of  a  Commission  to  permit  the  continuance  of  a  dis- 
criminatory franchise  rate,  imposed  as  a  condition  of  allowing  a  rail- 
way company  to  driye  its  cars  over  a  4-foot  strip  between  the  termini 
of  two  railroad  tracks  already  existing  in  the  same  street,  does  not  de- 
prive the  municipality  of  any  right  through  a  technicality;  since  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  see  that  each  community  and  all  patrons 
receive  service  at  just  rates  measured  by  the  same  general  rules. 

[January  28,  1018.] 
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Application  for  permission  to  discontinue  twenty-ride  re- 
duced rate  tickets ;  granted. 

Appearances:  William  M.  Bradley  for  Cumberland  County 
Power  &  Light  Company ;  Frank  P.  Pride,  city  solicitor,  for  the 
city  of  Westbrook ;  L.  M.  Sanborn,  Esq.,  for  certain  other  remon- 
strants. 

By  the  Commission:  The  Cumberland  County  Power  & 
Light  Company,  lessee  of  the  Portland  Railroad  Company,  also 
hereinafter  called  the  proponent,  filed  with  this  Commission,  to 
become  effective  January  6,  1918,  M.  P.  U.  C.  No.  1,  sheet  1, 
second  revision,  being  an  amendment  to  its  schedule  of  passenger 
rates  then  in  effect,  which  constituted  a  withdrawal  of  its  twenty- 
ride  tickets,  or  books  of  tickets,  good  for  a  continuous  passage 
through  two  contiguous  zones,  on  certain  lines  of  its  railroad,  for 
7i  cents  per  ticket. 

The  city  of  Westbrook,  through  its  municipal  officers,  Decem- 
ber 18,  1917,  filed  a  formal  protest  against  the  withdrawal  of 
said  tickets,  alleging  that  it  would  be  in  violation  of  a  certain 
contract  between  the  Portland  Kailroad  Company  and  the  city 
of  Westbrook,  whereby  the  former  bound  itself,  in  consideration 
of  the  receipt  of  certain  track  rights  in  the  streets  of  Westbrook, 
to  sell  said  tickets  or  books. 

It  appearing  that  the  proposed  change  in  rates  affected  several 
lines  of  proponent's  street  railroad  system,  this  Commission 
ordered  a  general  investigation  as  to  the  propriety  thereof,  and 
held  a  public  hearing  at  Portland,  January  2,  1918.  Notice  was 
given  by  personal  service  on  the  mayor  of  Westbrook  and  by 
publication  in  the  Portland  Express. 

No  persons  appeared  in  opposition  to  the  proposed  change 
except  the  representatives  of  the  city  of  Westbrook,  who,  without 
conceding  that  the  increase  to  be  provided  through  said  change 
was  otherwise  justifiable,  based  their  opposition  on  the  aforesaid 
agreement,  which  will  be  more  fully  explained  later.  Evidence 
was  offered  to  show  the  necessity  for  the  increase,  and  the  evi- 
dence presented  December  12,  1917,  in  Gilmore  v.  Cumberland 
County  Power  &  Light  Ca  F.  C.  No.  61,  was  expressly  made 
part  of  this  case. 

After  this  hearing  was  completed,  the  operation  of  said  sched- 
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Tile  was  suspended  until  Pebruary  1^  1918,  to  give  time  to  com- 
plete tbe  investigation. 

At  the  request  of  patrons  of  the  Yarmouth  line,  January  18, 
1918,  the  Commission  ordered  the  case  reassigned  for  further 
hearing,  at  Portland,  January  24,  1918,  when  p^sons  interest- 
ed in  other  than  the  Westbrook  line  might  have  an  opportunity 
to  show  why  any  order  approving  any  part  of  the  increase,  or 
the  increase  as  to  any  part  of  proponent's  system,  should  not 
extend  to  their  respective  lines,  and  notice  of  said  rehearing  was 
given  by  publication. 

The  Yarmouth  committee  was  represented  at  the  second  hear- 
ing by  L.  M.  Sanborn,  Esq.,  of  Portland,  who  stated  that  these 
remonstrants  were  not  prepared  to  present  any  evidence  on  the 
issue  then  op^i  to  them.  No  other  divisions  a£Fected  by  the 
proposed  change  appeared,  and  the  ease  was  closed  without  tak- 
ing further  testimony. 

The  Issue, 

All  persons  having  been  given  an  opportunity  to  be  heard,  and 
the  investigation  having  been  completed,  the  case  will  now  be 
considered  in  relation  to  the  system  as  a  whole,  and  in  rriation 
to  the  Westbrook  division,  which  claims  rights  not  enjoyed  by 
the  other  divisions. 

The  proponent  has  six  divisions  or  lines  radiating  out  of  Port- 
land, the  Westbrook,  the  Yarmouth,  the  Cape  Cottage,  the  River- 
ton,  the  Saco,  and  the  Portland  Heights.  The  rate  which  is  to  be 
canceled  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  twenty-ride  tickets  applies  to 
the  first  four  lines  named ;  the  last  two  lines  have  no  special  con- 
cessions. 

Under  this  arrangement  twenty-ride  tickets  are  bought  for 
$1.50,  each  ticket  being  good  for  a  continuous  ride  between  Mon- 
ument Square,  in  Portland,  and  any  point,  or  some  named  point, 
in  the  second  5-cent  zone  from  that  square, — ^in  effect,  a  10-cent 
ride, — with  full  transfer  privileges  over  the  city  lines  for  a 
passenger  coming  toward  Monument  Square.  A  person  riding 
a  like  distance  over  either  of  these  four  lines  without  such  a 
ticket,  or  a  person  riding  in  any  part  of  the  same  number  of  5- 
cent  rones  on  either  of  the  other  two  lines,  must  pay  10  cents. 

The  proponent  claimed  that  the  change  is  justified  by  the 
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pressing  need  of  additional  royenne,  and  because  the  present 
practice  is  discriminatory  against  the  two  lines  which  are  not 
subject  to  it. 

In  support  of  the  first  claim  it  offered  ihe  testimony  of  George 
E.  Haggas,  a  valuation  engineer,  who  has  made  a  valuation  of 
proponent's  railroad  properties,  as  of  July  1,  1917,  his  work 
extending  over  a  period  of  nearly  two  years  from  late  in  1915. 
He  had  embodied  the  results  of  his  labors  in  a  very  exhaustive 
report,  dealing  at  length  with  his  methods  and  his  conclusions. 
Copy  of  this  report  had  been  furnished  the  mayor  of  Westbrook 
long  before  the  present  investigation  was  instituted. 

Mr.  Haggas  found  the  cost  of  reproduction  new  of  the  physical 
property  in  the  railroad  department,  including  stores,  supplies^ 
and  working  capital,  to  be  $7,501,266,  as  of  July  1,  1917,  and 
said  cost  less  depreciation  $6,870,802.  He  added,  as  nonplivs- 
ical  property,  15  per  cent  of  the  former  sum,  making  $8,601,964 
and  $7,471,500,  respectively.  This  addition  was  intended  to 
represent  the  value  of  the  attached  business ;  or  the  excess  over 
the  bare  physical  plant  by  reason  of  the  developed  business;  or 
that  element  which  is  added  by  reason  of  its  being  a  successful 
going  concern. 

There  was  expended  on  the  railroad  property  in  additions  and 
betterments,  from  July  1,  1917,  to  November  30,  1917,  $34,223. 
This  gives  the  following  results  as  found  by  Mr.  Haggas,  as  of 
November  30,  1917; 


!  Total 


Physical  property   . . . 
Nonphysical  property 


Cost  of 

Reprodttction 

New. 


$7,535,489 
1,100,698 


$8,636,187 


Same  Less 
Depreciation. 


$6,405,025 
1,100.698 


$7,505,723 


The  figures  for  expenditures  since  July  1,  1917,  are  furnished 
by  Mr.  Haggas ;  and  the  testimony  is  not  clear  as  to  whether,  in 
his  opinion,  15  per  cent  should  be  added  for  them  also.  We  have 
not  included  15  per  cent  of  that  sum  in  the  foregoing  statement 

The  railway  operating  revenues  and  expenses  for  the  twelve 
months  ending  November  30,  1917,  were: 

Gross  revenue   / $1,181,708.09 

Operating  expenses    956,689.90 

Net $226,01319 
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Mr.  Haggas  shows  that  this  afforded  a  return  of  only  2.61 
per  cent  on  $8,636,187,  which  he  terms  the  investment  as  of 
U^ovember  30,  1917. 

Extraordinary  Expenses. 

The  remonstrants,  without  questioning  Mr.  Haggas's  methods 
or  conclusions,  pointed  out  that  there  were  certain  extraordinary 
expenditures  during  the  year  under  consideration  which  affected 
the  net  earnings.  These  consisted  of  cost  of  this  valuation  and 
cost  of  strike  in  July,  1916,  expense  of  which  was  amortized 
over  the  year  ending  June  30,  1917. 

The  testimony  shows  that  $12,068  of  the  strike  expense  was 
charged  off  during  the  twelve  months  under  consideration  and 
that  the  valuation  during  1916-17  cost  $10,000  to  $12,000,  or 
about  $1,000  a  month, — ^no  attempt  was  made  to  get  the  exact 
figures.  This  valuation  was  completed  sometime  before  October 
1,  1917,  so  that  this  estimate  could  not  fix  more  than  $10,000  of 
the  cost  in  the  year  ending  November  80,  1917.  If  we  assume 
that  both  of  these  sums  should  be  segregated  in  order  to  get  the 
true  normal  results  of  operations  for  that  twelve  months,  we 
would  add  $22,058  to  $^25,013.19,  making  $247,071.19  net  in- 
come. 

If,  now,  instead  of  taking  as  a  base  Mr.  Haggas's  investment 
figures,  $8,686,187,  we  take  his  estimate  of  depreciated  cost, 
$7,505,723,  and  deduct  his  total  claim  of  $1,100,698  for  in- 
tangible property  value;  in  other  words,  if  we  take  $6,405,025 
as  a  base,  and  $247,071.19  as  net  income,  the  rate  of  return  is 
3.85  per  cent^ — ^and  this  is  the  most  unfavorable  light  to  pro- 
ponent that  the  evidence  will  permit. 

During  the  same  period  583,477  of  the  7^  cent  tickets  were 
used.  If  regular  rates  had  been  paid  for  the  rides  represented 
by  these  tickets,  the  revenue  would  have  been  increased  $14,- 
586.92.  Adding  that  sum  to  the  net  revenue  above  assumed  by 
us  would  give  a  total  of  $261,658.11,  which  would  be  a  return  of 
4.08  per  cent. 

We  are  not  expressing  any  opinion  of  the  nonphysical  value 
claimed  by  Mr.  Haggas,  nor  ruling  upon  the  correctness  of  his 
valuation,  but  a  further  reduction  of  33^  per  cent  in  that  valua- 
tion,— and  assumption  of  all  of  the  other  conditions  above  stated 
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against  the  proponent  would  still  result  in  a  return  of  only  about 
6  per  cent. 

Unless  conditions  existing  in  1916-17  are  less  favorable  than 
may  be  expected  in  Oi^  immediate  present  and  future,  there  can 
be  no  doubt  of  the  need  of  the  additional  revenue  which  the  new 
schedule  will  provide.  The  evidence  shows,  and  our  observation 
iind  experience  demonstrate,  that  costs  of  operaticm  of  snch 
utilities  are  mounting  much  faster  than  revenues  from  nonnal 
operations  on  fixed  rates  are  increasing. 

Discrimination  between  Lines. 

[1]  It  is  not  necessary  to  consider  at  length  the  daim  that 
the  present  rates  are  unjustly  discriminatory  as  between  different 
lines.  The  mere  fact  that  a  person  may  ride  a  given  distance  on 
one  line  at  a  less  rate  than  on  another  is  not  conclusiva  See 
Peaslee  v.  Cumberland  County  Power  &  Light  Co.  (1916)  2 
Ann.  Rep.  Me.  P.  U.  C.  92,  P.U.R.1915B,  594. 

There  is,  however,  a  strong  presumption  that,  where  the  lines 
radiate  from  the  same  center  under  conditions  otherwise  so 
much  alike  as  in  the  present  case,  there  is  a  degree  of  discrimina- 
tion which  ought  not  to  be  tolerated,  and  which  could  not  have 
existed  in  the  Peaslee  Case. 

While  this  feature  was  not  suggested,  we  are  more  impressed 
with  the  apparent  discrimination  between  passengers  on  the 
same  line,  and  this  point  will  be  noted  in  connection  with  the 
Westbrook  Case. 

The  proposed  increase  is  justifiable  unless  there  are  special 
reasons  for  the  exemption  of  one  or  more  of  the  lines  fr<Mn  it 

The  Westbrook  Line. 

The  case  presents  anomalous  situation  so  far  as  Westbrook  is 
concerned.  There  is  now  pending,  awaiting  further  action  by 
the  complainants,  the  Gilmore  Case,  already  referred  to,  in  which 
the  complainants  ask  for  a  6-<5ent  fare  for  the  entire  distance 
over  which  the  7^  cent  coupon  now  carries  a  passenger.  The 
Tive-eent  Case,  so-called,  was  prosecuted  by  individuals  and  the 
board  of  trade,  while  the  remonstrants  in  this  case  are  the  mn- 
nicipal  officers,  but  there  are  indications  that  the  two  groups  aie» 
in  harmony  with  each  odier. 
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If  the  present  case  were  decided  on  the  adequacy  of  the  return 
from  traffic  on  the  Westbrook  line  as  distinguished  from  other 
lines,  it  might  result  in  prejudging  the  Five-cent  Case.  Perhaps 
to  avoid  this,  these  remonstrants  practically  confined  themselves 
to  their  rights  under  their  contract,  and  we  shall  construe  their 
conduct  of  the  hearing  as  a  suggestion  that  they  do  not  wish  to 
have  the  ground  covered  in  the  Five-cent  Case  encroached  upon 
in  this  decision. 

We  shall  not  now  inquire  whether  the  traffic  conditions  on  the 
Westbrook  line  are  so  much  more  favorable  than  those  of  the 
system  as  a  whole  that  it  ought  to  be  excepted  from  any  general 
rate,  or  ought  to  enjoy  a  lower  rate  for  a  similar  haul* 

Portlcmd  Railroad  Charter, 

The  Portland  Kailroad  Company  was  incorporated  as  the 
Portland  &  Forest  Avenue  Bailroad  Company,  under  chapter 
457,  Private  and  Special  Laws  of  1860,  to  construct  and  main- 
tain a  railroad  in  Portland,  "to  the  boundary  line  between  said 
city  and  the  town  of  Westbrook,  and  thence  over  and  upon  such 
streets,  town  and  county  roads  in  said  Westbrook,  as  from  time 
to  time  may  be  fixed  and  determined  by  the  municipal  officers 
of  said  town,  and  assented  to  in  writing  by  said  corporation,  to 
some  point  ait  or  near  the  entrance  to  Evergreen  Cemetery,  and 
thence  to  such  other  point  or  points  in  said  Westbrook  as  may  in 
like  manner  from  time  to  time  be  fixed  and  determined  by  the 
mtmicipal  officers  of  said  town,  and  assented  to  in  writing  by  said 
corporation ;  .  .  .  provided,  however,  that  .all  tracks  of  said 
railroad  shall  be  laid  at  such  distances  from  the  sidewalk  of  said 
city  of  Portland  and  town  of  Westbrook  as  the  municipal  officers 
thereof,  respectively,  shall  in  their  order  fixing  the  routes  of  said 
railroad  determine  to  be  for  public  safety  and  convenience." 

The  same  section  further  provides,  inter  alia: 

"Said  corporation  shall  have  power,  from  time  to  time,  to  fi^ 

•suoh  rates  of  compensation  for  transporting  persons  or  prop- 

•erty,  as  it  may  think  expedient,  and  generally  shall  have  all  the 

powers  and  be  subject  to  all  the  liabilities  of  corporations,  as  set 

forth  in  the  46th  chapter  of  the  Revised  Statutes.    Rails  shall 

not  be  laid  down  in  said  city  or  town  without  the  assent  of  the 

municipal  officers  thereof,  respectively." 
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Section  2  of  the  charter  provided:  ''The  municipal  officers 
of  said  city  of  Portland  and  of  said  town  of  Westbrook,  respec- 
tiveljy  shall  have  power  at  all  times  to  make  all  such  regulations, 
as  to  the  rate  of  speed  and  removal  of  snow  and  ice  from  the 
streets^  roads,  and  highways  of  said  company  at  its  expense,  and 
mode  of  use  of  the  track  of  said  railroad  within  said  city  or 
town,  as  the  public  convenience  and  safety  require." 

Section  3  required  the  corporation  to  repair  that  portion  of 
the  streets  occupied  by  its  tracks,  and  to  ''make  all  other  repairs 
of  said  streets  or  roads,  which  in  the  opinion  of  the  municipal 
officers  of  said  city  or  town,  respectively,  may  be  rendered  nece»- 
sary,"  etc. 

Section  7:  "Said  railroad  shall  be  constructed  and  main- 
tained in  such  form  and  manner,  and  with  such  rail,  and  upon 
such  grade,  as  the  municipal  officers  of  said  city  of  Portland  and 
of  said  town  of  Westbrook,  respectively,  shall  from  time  to  tune 
prescribe  and  direct" 

Section  8  provides  that  the  proper  authorities  of  the  city  or 
town  may  take  up  the  streets  or  roads  occupied  by  the  railroad 
"for  any  purpose  for  which  they  may  now  lawfully  take  up  the 
same." 

Chapter  509,  Private  and  Special  Laws  of  1865,  authorized 
the  corporation  to  operate  its  road  in  Westbrook  with  dummy 
engines,  "with  the  consent  of  the  municipal  officers  thereof." 

Chapter  439,  Private  and  Special  Laws  of  1889,  authorized 
the  use  of  electricity,  "with  the  consent  of  the  municipal  officers 
of  said  towns,  .  •  •  and  subject  to  such  conditions  and  r^- 
ulations  as  they  may  impose." 

Chapter  266,  Private  and  Special  Laws  of  1901,  approved 
February  14,  1901,  authorized  the  Portland  Railroad  Company 
"to  acquire,  by  lease,  purchase  of  stock,  or  otherwise,  the  street 
railroads,  franchises,  and  aU  other  assets  of  the  Portland  & 
Yarmouth  Electric  Railway  Company,  and  of  the  Westbrook, 
Windham,  and  Naples  Railway  Company,  respectively,  •  .  ♦ 
and  to  operate  said  street  railroada,  when  acquired,  •  •  • 
as  a  part  of  its  street  railroad  system." 

The  Westbrook  Ordinance. 

The  case  does  not  show  under  what  conditions  the  location 
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generally  in  Westbrook  was  approved,  and  no  conditions  attached 
to  such  approval  are  relied  upon  in  this  case.  It  does  show  that 
the  locations  are  limited  as  to  time,  and  that  the  last  location, 
except  as  stated  below,  has  expired;  cars  now  being  operated 
over  all  of  proponent's  tracks,  except  the  4  feet  hereinafter  men- 
tioned, without  any  municipal  authority. 

Pursuant  to  chapter  256,  Laws  1901,  aforesaid,  the  Portland 
Eailroad  Company  acquired  the  Westbrook,  Windham,  &  Naples 
Bailway  Company,  and  sought  to  make  a  physical  connection 
with  its  railroad  track  in  the  city  of  Westbrook,  The  tracks  of 
the  two  railroad  companies  came  within  4  feet  of  each  other,  and 
it  was  necessary  to  secure  approval  of  a  location  over  that  4-foot 
piece  of  street. 

While  application  for  such  approval  was  pending  before  the 
municipal  officers,  the  latter  demanded  special  concessions  in 
passenger  fares,  and  had  several  interviews  with  representatives 
of  the  corporation.  Finally,  an.  ordinance — chapter  45 — was 
passed,  approved  July  26,  1901,  "granting  permission  to  the 
Portland  Eailroad  Company  to  connect  its  tracks  with  those  of 
the  Westbrook,  Windham,  &  Naples  Railway  Company,''  specify- 
ing where  the  connection  should  be  made,  the  kind  of  rails  to  be 
used,  the  manner  of  repairing  and  paving  the  street,  and  other 
changes  and  improvements  in  the  streets. 

The  ordinance  concluded:  ^Trovided  also  that  other  con- 
cessions be  granted  as  has  been  agreed."  The  city  of  Westbrook 
now  claims  a  perpetual  right  to  these  twenty-ride  tickets  under 
this  provision,  and  their  case  in  the  present  investigation  is 
staked  on  its  meaning  and  effect. 

No  part  of  the  agreement  embodying  these  concessions  was 
reduced  to  writing.  Mr.  Alexander  Spiers  and  Mr.  Pride,  who 
were  members  of  the  board  of  aldermen  and  of  the  committee 
which  had  the  negotiations  in  charge,  testified  at  the  hearing. 
The  proponent  offered  no  evidence  touching  this  point,  its  rep- 
resentatives in  these  negotiations  having  since  deceased. 

Mr.  Spiers,  after  describing  certain  things  that  were  to  be  done 
for  the  improvement  of  the  streets,  testified: 
Q.  What  else  were  they  to  do  ? 
A.  Give  twenty-ride  tickets  for  $1.50  without  any  conditions. 
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Thej  had  a  small  car  that  they  used  as  a  trailer,  and  it  was 
without  heat  and  was  not  very  agreeable  to  use,  and  there  was 
considerable  complaint  about  it.  They  agreed  to  take  ofiF  those 
trailers;  they  also  agreed  to  give  Westbrook  better  service,  and 
this  7i  cent  ticket  should  be  the  same  as  a  10-cent  piece,  be  the 
same  as  if  you  paid  a  10-cent  fare. 

Q.  As  to  transfers? 

A.  As  to  everything. 

Q.  As  to  transfers,  was  it  stated  ? 

A.  I  can't  remember  about  the  transfer  part  of  it 

Mr.  Pride  testified  that  Messrs.  Newman  &  Libby  stated  that 
proponent  would  perform  the  things  expressly  enumerated  in  the 
ordinance,  and  that  they  "would  also  give  us  a  twenty-ride  book 
for  $1.50,  which  could  be  used  by  any  person,  at  any  time,  and 
with  a  right  of  transfers.  They  objected  to  that  being  incorporat- 
ed in  the  ordinance  specifically,  and  stated  certain  reasons,  one 
I  can  recall,  that  they  would  have  some  difficulty  in  arranging 
for  the  use  of  this  book  and  transfers  from  other  lines,  which 
would  have  to  be  worked  out  and  would  take  some  time,  but 
would  be  done." 

The  testimony  shows  that  the  substance  of  these  assurances 
was  reported  to  the  city  council  before  the  passage  of  the  or- 
dinance, and  that  the  provision  quoted  above  was  intended  to 
incorporate  them  in  it  Proponent,  soon  after,  constructed  its 
track  over  the  new  location,  did  the  other  things  specially  men- 
tioned in  the  ordinance,  and  issued  the  twenty-ride  books  for 
$1.50,  which  have  since  been  in  use  as  already  stated. 

We  find  from  the  testimony  and  the  admitted  practice  of  the 
corporation,  for  the  purposes  of  this  «ase,  that  the  provision  of 
the  ordinance  in  question  was  intended  to  attach  to  the  approval 
of  location  a  regulation  of  the  rates  to  be  charged  by  proponent 
for  the  carriage  of  passengers;  to  wit,  a  regulation  that  pro- 
ponent should  issue  and  sell  to  all  persons  twenty-ride  books  of 
tickets  for  $1.50  per  book,  or  7^  cents  per  ticket,  said  tickets  to 
be  good  for  a  continuous  ride  through  two  5-cent  zones,  and  un- 
limited as  to  time  and  as  to  persons  using  the  same ;  diat  is,  the 
book  and  unused  tickets  or  coupons  in  it  woijld  be. good  in  the 
hands  of  bearer. 
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The  ordinance  was  "assented  to  in  writing,"  as  provided  in 
proponent's  charter,  and  the  intention  of  the  city  council  in  in- 
serting the  reference  to  "other  concessions"  was  then  understood 
to  be  to  restrict  proponent's  passenger  rates  as  aforesaid.  No 
formal,  or  other,  contract  was  ever  made. 

Practice  Unjtistly  Discriminatory. 

[2]  While  proponent's  attorney  claimed,  at  the  hearing,  that 
it  was  not  so  intended,  the  evidence  as  it  stands,  and  we  are 
governed  by  that,  indicates  that  these  books  were  to  be  good  for 
twenty  rides  without  any  limitation  as  to  ownership  or  tiine  of 
use.  As  Mr.  Spiers  testified:  "This  7^  cent  ticket  should  be 
the  same  as  a  10-cent  piece." 

With  this  view  of  it — and  the  evidence  warrants  no  other — 
the  practice  is  unjustly  discriminatory.  It  is  not  limited  to 
those  who  travel  frequently,  nor  within  specified  hours,  nor  to  a 
named  purchaser,  so  that  the  utility  is  assured  of  the  use  of  the 
purchase  money  even  until  the  purchaser  uses  the  tickets.  It 
has  none  of  the  character  of  the  commuters'  ticket. 

The  7^  cent  ticket  is  "the  same  as  a  10-cent  piece."  That  is 
all  there  is  to  it ;  unless  we  consider  the  trouble  which  the  pas- 
senger is  put  to  to  provide  himself  with  the  ticket.  And  the 
mere  imposition  of  inconvenience  upon  the  patron,  without  any 
consequent  advantage  to  the  utility,  never  can  justify  a  discrimi- 
nation. 

Carriers  have  been  permitted  to  issue  strip  tickets  and  books 
of  tickets  at  reduced  rates,  good  without  limitation,  but  this  is 
justifiable  only  at  such  reduction  as  would  reasonably  favor  a 
frequent  traveler  without  suflicient  margin  to  encourage  traffic 
in  such  tickets  by  the  purchasers,  or  their  habitual  transfer.  We 
know  of  no  case  where  a  reductioij  anywhere  approaching  26 
per  cent  has  been  indulged. 

Where,  in  the  case  of  any  two  persons  traveling  together,  be- 
tween the  same  points,  10  cents  is  exacted  of  one  and  the  other 
may  pass  at  an  expense  of  7^  cents,  for  the  sole  reason  that  the 
latter  has  been  to  additional  inconvenience  that  did  not  result 
in  some  other  approximately  equivalent  benefit  to  the  carrier, 
discrimination  results  for  which  no  adequate  reason  can  be  given, 
and  which,  therefore,  is  unjust  because  unjustifiable.    Imposing 
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burdens  upon  the  carrier  -without  any  probable  benefit  to  the 
carrier  does  not  compensate  for  concessions  which  cannot  be  en- 
joyed without  performing  such  useless  burdens. 

Grant  of  the  right  to  use  the  municipality's  streets  does  not 
help,  because  the  municipality  did  not  secure  the  concession  for 
all  who  have  occasion  to  use  them  in  this  manner ;  only  for  those 
who  assume  this  extra  burden.  If  the  issue  were  one  of  discrimi- 
nation between  the  patrons  of  this  and  other  lines,  there  might 
be  force  in  such  a  suggestion;  not  as  between  different  patrons 
of  this  line. 

A  distinction  between  those  who  pay  7^  cents  and  those  who 
pay  10  cents  for  the  same  service,  which  is  not  based  on  some 
substantially  equivalent  benefit  to  the  utility,  nor  upon  any  sub- 
stantial public  consideration,  is  an  arbitrary  distinction,  and, 
unless  beyond  the  power  of  the  state  to  regulate,  ought  not  to 
stand. 

Unless  the  traffic  on  the  Westbrook  division  justifies  treatment 
different  from  that  accorded  other  patrons  of  the  Portland  Eail- 
road  Company, — and  that  is  not  suggested  in  this  case, — there 
is  no  reason^  on  the  merits  of  the  case,  for  excepting  it  from 
rules  applying  to  the  whole  system.  Technically  the  considera- 
tion for  the  alleged  contract  was  the  right  to  lay  a  connecting 
track  through  4  feet  of  street,  already  dedicated  to  the  public 
use,  so  that  through  service  might  be  had  instead  of  compelling 
passengers  to  transfer  across  this  strip  of  street.  In  fact,  it 
was  an  attempt  to  accomplish  by  indirection  what  the  city  knew 
it  had  no  power  to  do  directly  to  r^ulate  rates. 

It  does  not  necessarily  follow  from  the  finding  that  the  twenty- 
ride  books  issued  in  conformity  with  the  Westbrook  contract 
were  unjustly  discriminatory,  that  those  now  intended  to  be  with- 
drawn offend  in  the  same,  respect,  because  the  latter  are  sold 
under  restrictions  that  did  not  attach  to  the  former.  Neither 
is  it  entirely  clear  that  the  claim  of  the. city  of  Westbrook  is 
involved  in  this  case,  because  it  may  be  that  if  its  contract  is 
now  valid  its  breach  occurred  when  the  present  regulations  gov- 
erning such  books  were  established,  and  that  the  withdrawal  of 
these  books,  if  now  permitted,  would  only  abolish  what  propo- 
nent had  no  right  to  establish  so  far  as  Westbrook  is  concerned. 

The  case  has,  however,  been  submitted  by  both  parties  without 
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any  such  suggestion;  and  having  now  stated  the  premises,  we 
prefer  to  treat  the  issue  broadly.  It  is  likely  to  have  to  be  so 
treated  finally  and  in  some  form  in  any  event.  • 

The  Ordinance  Does  Not  Oust  State. 

[8}  i»  the  state's  power  of  regulation  abridged  by  the  alleged 
arrangement  under  which  proponent's  location  was  approved? 
We  think  that  it  is  not. 

"The  state  has  plenary  power  to  regulate  all  quasi-public  cor- 
porations, after  as  well  as  before  their  organization,  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  their  public  functions;  this  power  may  be  del^ated 
to  municipalities  either  by  charter  or  general  law."    28  Cyc  861. 

Unless  there  is  an  express  delegation  of  the  power  to  a  munici- 
pality to  regulate  rates,  it  remains  vested  in  the  state^  which 
may  exercise  it  at  any  time.  Home  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  v.  Los 
Angeles,  211  IT.  S.  266,  68  L.  ed.  176,  29  Sup.  Ot.  Kep.  50. 

In  the  case  before  us  there  is  no  claim  that  the  state  expressly 
authorized  the  city  of  Westbrook  to  regulate  the  rates  to  be 
charged  by  this  railroad  company.  The  conduct  of  protracted 
negotiations  by  the  municipality  indicated  that  no  such  power 
was  claimed.  Otherwise,  the  city  council  mi^t  have  fixed  its 
5-cent  rate  without  any  negotiation. 

The  city  bases  its  claim  on  the  alleged  contract,  which,  it  says, 
was  not  affected  by  the  Public  Utilities  Act 

'^It  may  be  suggested  that  it  must  first  be  made  manifest  that 
there  was  a  valid  contract  capable  of  enforcement  before  it  can 
be  urged  that  subsequent  changes  in  the  law  impair  its  obliga- 
tion. New  Orleans  v.  New  Orleans  Waterworks  Co.  142  U.  S. 
79,  88,  36  L.  ed.  943,  946,  12  Sup.  Ct.  Eep.  142.'^  Ee  Polo 
Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  P.U.R.1916B,  321,  which  contains  an 
able  analysis  of  the  law  on  this  subject. 

"Like  other  corporations  they  [municipalities]  have  no  powers 
that  are  not  either  expressly  granted  or  necessarily  implied  from 
such  as  are  granted,  to  enable  them  to  discharge  the  special  func- 
tions for  which  they  were  created  and  such  duties  as  are  by  law 
imposed  upon  them.  They  have  no  inherent  right  of  l^slation 
like  that  of  the  state,  but  act  only  by  a  delegated  power  which 
must  be  measured  by  the  terms  of  the  grant.^^  Alley  v.  Edge- 
comb,  63  Me.  446,  448. 
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^'The  general  doctrine  is  that  towns  must  be  confined  to  the 
exercise  of  the  powers  and  peirf ormanoe  of  the  duties  conferred 
by  legisla^ve  acts.  They  have  no  inherent  powers^  beyond  those 
granted  by  such  acts."    Winchester  v.  Corinna,  55  Me.  13. 

A  municipal  corporation  has  only  such  powers  as  are  conferred 
by  statute  or  by  necessary  implication*  Phillips  Village  Corp. 
V.  Phillips  Water  Co.  104  Me.  103,  71  AH  474. 

The  power  to  regulate  such  rates  was  not  conferred  upon 
Westbrook,  either  by  general  or  by  special  act,  and  is  not  claimed 
as  a  necessary  or  implied  municipal  function.  If  the  munici- 
pality cannot  directly  regulate  the  rates  through  any  necessary 
or  implied  function,  there  can  be  no  such  function  which  will 
enable  it  to  accomplish  the  same  result  by  agreement^  where 
neither  party  is  authorized  to  contract  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
ject-matter, at  least,  not  beyond  the  power  of  the  state  to  act 
when  it  chooses  to  exercise  its  authority. 

In  this  case  there  is  more  than  the  failure  to  confer  authority 
to  regulate  or  to  contract  The  state  has,  by  general  statute, 
expressly  named  the  matters  in  respect  to  which  municipal  cor- 
porations may  make  by-laws  or  ordinances  and  may  enter  into 
valid  contracts.  Unless  the  subjectrmatter  of  this  alleged  agree- 
ment is  within  the  list  of  those  especially  enumerated,  or  of 
those  things  which  a  municipality  must  do  in  the  general  exer- 
cise of  its  functions,  it  must  be  regarded  as  excluded.  And  the 
regulation  of  street  railroad  rates  is  not  so  included. 

The  force  of  the  special  legislation  is  even  more  fatal  to  the 
city's  contention.  There  is  nothing  in  the  railroad  charter  to 
vary  the  effect  of  the  general  law. 

This  charter,  as  already  quoted,  specifies  what  the  municipal 
officers  might  do.  They  could  fix  and  determine  the  streets  over 
which  proponent  might  construct  and  maintain  its  railroad; 
specify  the  distances  at  which  tracks  might  be  laid  from  the  side- 
walks ;  assent,  or  refuse  to  assent,  to  the  laying  down  of  rails  in 
the  town ;  make  "r^ulations  as  to  the  rate  of  speed  and  removal 
of  snow  and  ice  .  .  .  and  mode  of  use  of  the  tracks ;"  deter- 
mine the  necessity  of  repairs  in  the  streets  which  proponent 
should  make ;  specify  the  form  and  manner  of  construction  and 
maintenance,  the  kind  of  rail  and  the  grade;  and  take  up  the 
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streets  and  roads  occupied  by  the  railroad  '^f or  any  purposes  for 
wliich  they  may  now  legally  take  up  the  same." 

It  provides  that  the  railroad  company  "shall  have  power,  from 
time  to  time,  to  fix  such  rates  of  compensation  for  transporting 
persons  or  property  as  it  may  think  expedient." 

Thus  the  municipality  was  given  full  control  over  those  things 
which  pertained  to  the  manner  and  condition  of  the  use  of  the 
streets,  and  affected  the  safe  and  convenient  use  thereof  by  the 
public  generally ;  and  the  corporation  was  given  full  control  over 
its  rates.  Each  was  excluded  by  necessary  implication  from  the 
exercise  of  those  powers  which  were  conferred  upon  the  other. 

It  is  uniformly  held  that  a  charter  authorizing  a  public  utility 
to  establish  rates  does  not  preclude  the  state  from  subsequently 
exercising  its  inherent  right  to  regulate  such  rates.  The  very 
great  weight  ot  authority  is  that  the  subsequent  exercise  of  such 
right  is  not  defeated  by  contracts  lawfully  entered  into  between 
the  public  utility  and  a  customer  or  a  municipality  before  the 
state  undertakes  to  exercise  the  right.  Ke  Augusta  Water  Dist. 
(1916)  2  Am.  Rep.  Me.  P.  U.  0.  183,  P.U.R1916E,  31; 
Raymond  Limiber  Co.  v.  Raymond  Light  &  Water  Co.  92  Wash. 
330,  L.R.A.1917C,  574,  P.U.R.1916F,  437,  169  Pac.  133. 

Such  contracts  may  be  expressly  excepted  from  the  operation 
of  a  regulatory  act,  and  some  are  so  excepted  by  the  Public  Utili- 
ties Act  of  this  state ;  but  only  such  as  were  legally  entered  into, 
chap.  55,  §  84,  Revised  Statutes. 

In  the  case  before  us,  neither  party  was  authorized  to  contract 
with  relation  to  rates ;  the  right  to  establish  them  was  conferred 
only  upon  the  corporation ;  the  corporation  could  not,  unless  ex- 
pressly, authorized,  devest  itself  of  that  right.  Even  if  this 
agreement  constituted,  for  the  time,  a  legal  fixing  of  this  par- 
ticular rate  within  the  power  conferred  upon  the  corporation,  it 
had  no  power  to  fix  it  in  such  manner  as  to  withdraw  jurisdic- 
tion over  it  from  the  state, — even  if  the  phrase,  "from  time  to 
time,"  in  the  charter,  did  not  prevent  the  corporation  from  estab- 
lishing any  rate  in  any  manner,  for  all  time. 

"It  has  been  uniformly  held  in  this  court  that  the  renuncia- 
tion of  a  sovereign  right  of  this  character  must  be  evidenced  by 
terms  so  clear  and  unequivocal  as  to  permit  of  no  doubt  as  to 
their  proper  construction."    Milwaukee  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co. 
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V.  Railroad  Commission,  238  U.  S.  174,  59  L.  ed.  1254,  P.U.R. 
1915D,  591,  35  Sup.  Ct.  Sep.  820,  in  which  it  was  held  that  an 
attempt  of  the  city  of  Milwaukee  to  r^ulate  the  rates  of  an  elec- 
tric railway  company  by  the  ordinance  approving  its  location 
was  ineffective  against  an  order  of  the  State  Bailroad  Conunia- 
sion  in  fixing  or  approving  different  rates* 

If  it  be  suggested  that  the  municipality,  throng  its  custody 
over  the  streets,  had  any  implied  power  to  impose  such  condi- 
tions governing  their  use,  it  has  been  held  that  a  city  is  not  au- 
thorized, under  the  "general  welfare  clause,"  in  the  exercise  of 
its  police  power,  to  pass  an  ordinance  r^ulating  the  charges  of 
a  telephone  company;  nor  does  its  power  to  regulate  the  use  of 
its  streets  carry  with  it,  expressly  or  by  implication,  the  power 
to  fix  such  charges.  St.  Louis  v.  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  96  Ma  623, 
2  L.R.A.  278,  9  Am.  St.  Eep.  370,  10  S.  W.  197.  See  15  Am. 
&  Eng.  Enc.  Law,  1192. 

And  "the  authority  to  make  use  of  the  public  streets  of  a  city 
for  railroad  purposes  primarily  resides  in  the  state.  .  .  .  The 
city  authorities  have  no  power  to  grant  the  right  except  in  ao 
far  as  they  may  be  authorized  by  the  legislature,  and  then  only 
in  the  manner  and  upon  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  stat- 
ute." Beekman  v.  Third  Ave.  R.  Co.  153  N".  Y.  144,  47  N.  E. 
277.  "Municipalities  have  no  right  to  impose  conditions  in 
franchises  other  than  those  which  the  statute  gives  them  the 
power  to  exact."  Re  Huntington  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist) 
P.U.R.1918A,  249. 

[4]  It  has  been  claimed  ,that,  even  if  the  contract  was  not 
within  the  legal  rights  of  the  parties  to  make,  the  corporation 
received  and  now  enjoys  the  benefit  of  it,  and  is  estopped  by  it. 
Whether  the  acceptance  of  a  location  which  it  had  a  ri^t  to  de- 
mand from  a  municipality  which  granted  it  only  by  virtue  of 
authority  expressly  granted  and  expressly  limited  by  that  pur- 
pose— in  effect,  a  conduit  through  which  it  was  granted  by  the 
state — coupled  with  conditions  which  the  city  claims  no  express 
authority  to  impose,  and  which  were  separable  from  the  full 
enjoyment  of  the  right,  surrounded  with  restrictions  with  respect 
to  things  which  were  delegated  to  the  municipality,  whether  the 
acceptance  and  use  of  a  location  so  granted  makes  those  condi> 
tions  enforceable  even  between  the  parties,  is  debatable  at  least. 

P.U.R.1918C. 


RE  CUMBERLAND  COUNTY  POWER  &  L.  CO.  963 

When,  however,  the  state  reclaimed  control  over  its  public 
utilities  (chap.  129,  Public  Laws  of  1913),  it  undertook  to  regu- 
late all  rates.  It  reclaimed  its  inherent  authority  to  fix  the  rates 
for  all  of  their  activities.  It  made  every  departure  from  regular 
rates  unlawful  except  in  specifically  named  classes.  One  of  these 
was  the  case  of  contracts  in  existence  January  1,  1913. 

This  must  be  presumed  to  have  referred  to  lawful  contracts, 
contracts  which  the  parties  had  a  legal  right  to  enter  into.  It  is 
not  to  be  presumed  that  the  state  intended,  without  expressly  so 
stating,  to  relinquish  its  right  whereon  party,  by  vitra  vires  acts, 
had  estopped  itself  from  the  free  exercise  of  a  governmental 
function  which  the  state  had  delegated  to  it  and  had  a  right  to 
recall;  that  the  party  by  its  ultra  vires  act  could  remove  from 
the  state  a  power  which  it  could  not  relinquish  by  its  lawful  act. 

The  remonstrants  have  cited  Westwood  v.  Dedham  &  F. 
Street  R  Co.  209  Mass.  213,  96  N.  E.  81,  in  support  of  the 
contention  that  ^'acceptance  of  the  franchise  and  its  agreement 
(here  full  performance)  to  observe  its  conditions,  makes  a  valid 
contract.^' 

The  Westwood  Case  expressly  disclaims  such  an  opinion  on 
a  statement  of  facts  more  favorable  to  Westbrook  than  those 
existing  in  the  present  case ;  and  the  rulings  of  the  Massachusetts 
supreme  court,  cited  with  approval  in  the  Westwood  Case,  are 
fatal  to  remonstrants*  position  in  this  case,  if  adopted  as  law  in 
this  state. 

In  that  case,  the  selectmen  of  Westwood  brought  equity  pro- 
ceedings to  prevent  the  street  railroad  from  exceeding  a  maxi- 
mum fare  which  had  been  fixed  in  the  ordinance  approving  the 
location,  where  the  location  had  been  accepted  in  writing,  "sub- 
ject to  all  conditions  therein  contained.**  The  ordinance  was  en- 
acted under  a  law  that  the  municipal  ofiicers,  upon  petition  for 
approval  of  a  location,  "shall  pass  an  order  refusing  such  loca- 
tion, or  granting  the  same  or  any  portion  thereof  under  such 
restrictions  as  they  deem  the  interests  of  the  public  may  require." 
The  street  railway  company  could  not  complete  its  corporate  or- 
ganization until  it  had  first  filed  its  petition  for  approval  of  loca- 
tion, received  its  approval  as  aforesaid,  and  accepted  the  same 
in  writing.     The  court  held  that  such  an  approval  "became  as 
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binding  upon  the  corporation  as  if  inserted  in  a  special  charter 
of  incorporation." 

The  court,  in  that  decision,  referred  to  Keefe  v.  Lexington  & 
B.  Street  R.  Co.  185  Mass.  183,  70  N".  E.  37,  and  Wellesley  v. 
Boston  &  W.  Street  R.  Co.  188  Mass.  250,  74  N.  E.  355,  pointing 
out  that  they  "are  not  inconsistent  with  this  view,"  because  they 
arose  under  a  later  statute,  ^'which  among  other  matters  marked 
a  change  in  the  policy  of  the  legislature  upon  the  subject  of  fares, 
and  deprived  local  boards  of  the  power  to  regulate  fares  thereto- 
fore possessed  by  them.*' 

The  later  statute  referred  to  provided  that  "if,  after  a  hearing, 
they  (the  municipal  officers)  are  of  the  opinion  that  public  neces- 
sity and  convenience  so  require,  they  shall  grant  said  location  or 
any  portion  thereof,  and  may  prescribe  how  the  tracks  shall  be 
laid  and  the  kind  of  rails,  poles,  wires,  and  other  appliances 
which  shall  be  used,  and  impose  such  other  terms,  conditions,  and 
obligations  in  addition  to  the  general  provisions  of  law  governing 
such  companies  as  the  public  interest  may  in  their  judgment 
require. ^^  The  court  held,  in  Keefe  v.  Lexington  &  B.  Street  B. 
Co.  supra,  that  the  state  having  made  other  provisions  in  regard 
to  rates,  the  omnibus  power  conferred  in  the  above  statute  did 
not  extend  to  the  regulation  of  rates.  "The  conditions  which 
may  be  imposed  in  granting  a  location  are  of  a  different  char- 
acter, and  do  not  include  those  for  which  special  provision  is 
made  in  other  parts  of  the  statute.  (Case  cited.)  With  street 
railways  extending  long  distances  and  passing  through  numerous 
cities  and  towns,  it  would  be  unwise  and  inexpedient  to  permit 
each  town  to  fix  the  fares  within  its  boundaries,  as  a  condition 
of  granting  a  location.    .    .    . 

"The  acceptance  by  the  defendant  of  the  locations  granted  by 
these  towns  did  not  make  valid  these  conditions  as  to  fares  which 
the  towns  could  not  legally  impose,  nor  did  it  make  a  contract 
as  to  fares  hetween  the  corporation  and  the  selectmen,  or  the 
town.  The  defendant  might,  therefore,  at  least  prescribe  for  its 
passengers  the  payment  of  any  fare  which  was  reasonable." 

Conditions  sought  to  be  imposed  which  "wholly  transcended 
the  scope  of  the  authority  of  the  officers  to  impose,  doubtless'* 
could  not  be  enforced.  "The  general  doctrine  is  that  the  location 
would  be  held  to  be  valid,  the  attempt  to  impose  an  unlawful 
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Testriction  being  a  mere  nullity."    Clinton  v.  Worcester  Consol. 
Street  R  Co.  199  Mass.  279,  286,  85  N.  E.  507. 

The  laws  of  this  state,  when  the  Westbrook  location  was  ap- 
proved, contained  no  general  provision  for  the  regulation  of 
rates,  but  the  power,  as  to  this  corporation,  had  been  expressly 
eonf erred  upon  its  directors  through  its  charter;  and  subsequent 
general  legislation,  in  force  in  1901,  placed  the  management  of 
such  corporations  generally  in  the  directors.  Egress  reserva- 
tions were  made  to  the  municipal  officers  in  the  charter,  as  al- 
ready noted,  and  in  the  general  law  in  almost  identically  the 
same  terms,  except  that  the  right  of  appeal  was  added.  Xowhere, 
either  in  the  charter  or  the  general  law,  was  there  conferred  upon 
the  municipality  any  power  in  general  terms  equivalent  to  those 
in  the  above  quotation  from  the  Massachusetts  statute. 

And  if  such  general  power  as  to  things  not  specially  provided 
for  by  statute  were  capable  of  being  assumed  by  the  towns  by 
implication,  it  could  no  more  extend  to  the  matter  of  rates  than 
in  the  Massachusetts  case,  because  this  power  was  expressly  dele- 
gated to  the  corporation  by  the  state.  The  corporation  might 
surrender  it  to  the  state ;  the  state  might  recall  it.  The  corpora- 
tion could  not  delegate  it  to  any  other  body. 

Proponent  claims  that  the  limitation  fixed  in  the  ordinance 
could,  at  most,  continue  effective  only  during  the  life  of  the  fran- 
chise under  which  it  operated  its  railroad  in  Westbrook  that  was 
to  be  connected  by  this  short  strip;  and  that  franchise  has  ex- 
pired. Eemonstrants  contend  that,  inasmuch  as  proponent  con- 
tinues to  operate  its  railroad  over  that  location,  without  any  new 
approval  or  limitation,  the  original  conditions  adhere.  Neither 
party  presents  any  citations  in  support  of  its  contention;  and  we 
do  not  deem  it  necessary,  in  the  view  we  take  of  the  case,  to  pass 
upon  this  issue. 

[5]  It  should  not  be  assumed  that  this  ruling  deprives  the 
Westbrook  division  of  any  right  through  a  technicality.  Persons 
traveling  over  that  line  are  entitled  to  reasonable  rates,  taking 
the  cost  and  the  value  of  the  service  into  consideration.  In  the 
present  case  they  do  not  ask  for  a  specific  rate  on  the  groimd  that 
it  is  reasonable,  but  solely  upon  the  ground  that  the  exigencies 
of  the  public  utility,  seventeen  years  ago,  led  its  officers  to  con- 
sent to  this  condition  in  order  to  get  the  right  to  drive  its  cars 
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over  a  4-foot  strip  between  the  termini  of  two  railroad  tracks 
already  existing  in  the  same  street,  so  that  it  could  give  the 
public  better  and  more  economical  service, — and  the  reduced  rate 
demanded  was  over  a  railroad  already  located  and  in  operation. 

Based  on  this  ground,  and  it  is  the  only  one  presented  in  this 
case,  the  contention  that  the  Westbrook  line  should  not  be  treated 
like  the  other  divisions  in  providing  a  necessary  increase  in  reve- 
nue is  utterly  inconsistent  with  every  equitable  consideratioD. 
If  such  a  theory  were  allowed  to  prevail  generally,  interurban 
railroading  would  be  attended  by  unseemly  scrambles  for  advan- 
tage by  the  diflFerent  municipalities  through  which  the  location 
passed,  and  the  utmost  confusion  would  prevaiL 

The  legislature  recognized  this  when,  in  1860,  it  conferred 
upon  each  municipality  full  power  to  maintain  the  safe  and  con- 
venient condition  of  its  streets,  and  left  the  rates  to  one  body, — 
the  corporation.  It  recognized  it  when  the  general  street  rail- 
road law  was  enacted,  still  leaving  jurisdiction  over  the  streets 
to  the  several  municipalities  and  that  over  rates  to  a  single 
agency.  It  recognized  it  in  enacting  the  Public  Utilities  Law, 
which  simply  reclaimed  to  itself  and  invested  in  a  special  gov- 
ernmental body  jurisdiction  over  rates  and  efficiency  of  service 
without  interfering  with  local  control  over  the  streets  for  the 
purposes  and  to  the  extent  indicated. 

It  is  our  duty  to  see  that  each  community  and  all  patrons 
receive  service  at  just  rates,  measured  by  the  same  general  rules, 
and  we  do  only  this  in  declining  to  permit  the  cost  of  public  serv- 
ice to  be  distributed  in  any  other  manner. 

We  do  not  find  that  the  arrangement  between  Westbrook  and 
the  Portland  Eailroad  Company  is  effective  to  oust  the  state 
from  jurisdiction ;  or  that  the  city  of  Westbrook  contributed  in 
return  therefor  any  different  or  more  valuable  consideration  than 
the  several  other  municipalities  through  which  this  system  runs 
contributed;  or  that  it  is  claimed,  in  this  case,  that  any  other 
reason  exists  for  excepting  the  Westbrook  division  from  the  ap- 
plication of  the  general  increase  which  has  been  found  to  be  jus- 
tifiable, on  evidence  which  it  disclaims  any  purpose  to  contest. 

It  is  distinctly  understood  that  the  order  in  this  ease  shall 
have  no  bearing  upon  any  question  at  issue  in  Gilmore  v.  Cum- 
berland County  Power  &  Light  Co.  aforesaid.    It  is  therefore, 
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Ordered,  adjudged,  and  decreed  that  passenger  schedule  M.  P. 
U.  C.  No.  1,  sheet  1,  second  revision,  filed  by  the  Cumberland 
County  Power  &  Light  Company  to  become  effective  January  6, 
1918,  and  suspended  by  this  Commission  for  investigation  until 
February  1,  1918,  become  of  full  force  and  effect  on  said  1st 
day  of  February,  1918. 

Given  under  the  hand  and  seal  of  the  Public  Utilities  Com- 
mission, at  Augusta,  this  28th  day  of  January,  a.  d.  1918. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  of  Maine,  Benj.  F.  Cleaves,  Wm. 
B.  Skelton,  and  John  E.  Bunker. 

Note. — Discrimination  by  railroads. 
I.  In  general* 

The  fact  that  a  carrier  rendered  freight  service  to  some  shippers 
at  less  than  the  tariff  rate  does  not  give  another  the  right  to  require 
that  the  carrier  give  him  tlie  service  at  the  unlawful  rate.  Cum- 
mings  Sand  &  Gravel  Co.  v.  Minneapolis  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  (1918)  — 
Iowa,  — ,  L.R.A.  — ,  — ,  166  N.  W.  354. 

Preference  in  the  distribution  of  railroad  equipment  cannot  be 
given  in  California  on  the  ground  of  large  shipments  in  both  state 
and  interstate  traffic,  since  one  of  the  principal  objects  of  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  was  to  require  carriers  to  formulate  rules  which  would 
apply  alike  to  all  shippers.  Weyl-Zuckerman  &  Co.  v.  Southern  P. 
Co.  Decision  Xo.  4621,  Case  No.  1063,  Sept.  6,  1917. 

In  Miller  v.  Bingham  &  G.  R.  Co.  July  12,  1917,  the  Utah  Com- 
mission held  that  the  railroad  company  could  not  issue  mileage 
excursion  and  competition  passenger  tickets  at  lower  price  than 
normal  fare  without  hindrance  or  control  by  the  Commission  so  long 
as  the  normal  fare  was  in  itself  reasonable;  but  that  such  rate  must 
be  reasonable. 

The  rate  on  lumber  forwarded  by  rail  to  a  port  where  it  is  loaded 
on  boats  belonging  to  the  shipper,  which  transport  it  to  another 
point,  from  which  it  is  carried  by  rail  to  its  destination,  is  not 
comparable  with  the  rate  on  the  all  rail  through  route,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  establishing  discrimination.  Xavarro  Lumber  Co.  v.  South- 
ern P.  Co.  (Cal.)  Decision  Xo.  5175,  Case  No.  1080,  March  2,  1918. 

In  Oklahoma  Traffic  Asso.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  P.  R.  Co.  (Okla.) 
Cause  No.  3214,  Order  No.  1389,  March  9,  1918,  it  was  held  that 
substantially  the  same  rules  should  be  in  force  permitting  stopover 
privileges  on  poultry  and  berry  products  on  Oklahoma  intrastate 
traffic  as  are  in  effect  on  interstate  traffic. 

Carriers  furnishing  joint  rates  on  a  particular  commodity  from 
one  producing  point  are  not  warrant?:!  in  refusing  to  establish  a 
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joint  rate  on  such  commodity  from  another  producing  point  merely 
because  they  are  unable  to  agree  upon  the  division  of  the  rate  and 
the  question  as  to  the  establishment  of  joint  rates  on  other  eommod- 
ities.  Pacific  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Tidewater  Southern  R.  Co. 
(Cal.)  Decision  No.  4800,  Case  Ko.  1129,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

Bailroads  will  not  be  required  to  include  wooden  water  pipe,  from 
a  plant  making  few  shipments  in  a  through  route  and  joint  rate  for 
lumber  and  shingles  for  plants  in  the  vicinity  making  extensive  ship- 
ments, or  to  absorb  the  switching  charge  on  the  pipe;  since  tlie 
dissimilarity  of  the  commodities  prevents  discrimination  and  there 
is  no  public  necessity  and  convenience  as  to  the  pipe  freight,  such 
as  is  required  to  be  found  before  the  Commission  can  order  a  through 
route  and  joint  rate.  Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Byrne- 
Turner  Co.  V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  No.  1921,  Sept.  20,  19i6. 

Ml*  Potcer  of  CommisMon, 

The  jurisdiction  of  the  Washington  Commission  under  §  91, 
chap.  117,  Laws  of  1911,  is  not  limited  to  the  investigation  of  rea- 
sonableness or  unreasonableness  of  rates,  and  to  the  ordering  of 
refunds  in  cases  where  such  rates  are  found  to  be  unreasonable,  but 
extends  to  discriminatory  rates  as  well.  Belcher  v.  Tacoma  Eastern 
R.  Co.  (1917)  —  Wash.  — ,  1(58  Pac.  782,  785.  Webster,  J.,  says: 
"We  can  conceive  of  no  substantial  reason  why  the  legislature  should 
empower  the  Commission  to  entertain  complaints  arising  out  of  un- 
reasonable charges,  strictly  so-called,  and  to  authorize  it  to  make 
orders  requiring  a  public  service  company  to  pay  the  amount  of  the 
overcharge  in  such  cases, 'but  to  withhold  from  it  a  similar  juris- 
diction to  examine  cases  based  upon  the  assertion  that  a  discrim- 
inatory charge  has  been  exacted.  The  skill  and  special  training  of 
the  Commission  is  as  valuable  an  asset  in  dealing  with  one  class  of 
claims  as  the  other,  and  the  wisdom  of  requiring  all  claims  to  be 
submitted  to  the  Commission  is  perfectly  apparent.  Before  the 
court  would  be  warranted  in  holding  that  a  distinction  such  as  has 
been,  suggested  had  been  made  by  the  legislature,  the  statute  would 
have  to  be  so  clear  and  explicit  as  to  leave  no  other  reasonable  inter- 
pretation of  its  provisions.^' 

///.  What  eanaiituies  iilegal  discrinUnatian* 

The  question  as  to  what  constitutes  "unjust  discrimination"  under 
a  constitutional  provision  requiring  the  legislature  to  enact  laws  to 
prevent  unjust  discrimination  is  a  judicial  one,  and  not  one 
of  fact  to  be  detennined  by  the  legislature,  and  therefore  a  statute 
authorizing  railways  to  grant  free  passes  to  certain  named  classes  of 
persons  is  subject  to  judicial  review.  State  v.  St.  Louis  South- 
western R.  Co.  (1917)  —  Tex.  Civ.  App.  — ,  197  S.  W.  1006,  1013. 
The  court  said  that  the  constitutional  provision  that  "the  legislature 
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shall  pass  laws  to  regulate  railroad  freight  and  passengei  tariffs,  to 
correct  abuses,  and  to  prevent  unjust  discrimination  and  extortion 
in  the  rates  of  freight  and  passenger  tariffs  on  the  different  rail- 
roads in  this  state,  and  [to]  enforce  the  same  by  adequate  penalties" 
"is  equivalent  to  a  direct  prohibition  of  unjust  discrimination  by 
railroads  in  either  freight  or  passenger  tariffs;  and  therefore,  if 
carrying  one  person  free  while  another  is  required  to  pay  for  the 
same  service  is  an  unjust  discrimination,  then  such  free  transporta- 
tion is  in  violation  of  the  Constitution,  although  the  legislature  may 
have  attempted  to  authorize  such  discrimination." 

Establishing  joint  freight  rates  from  one  producing  point  while 
requiring  producers  of  the  same  commodity  at  another  point  to  ship 
under  a  combination  of  local  rates,  resulting  in  higher  rates  for  a 
shorter  haul  to  the  same  markets,  constitutes  an  unlawful  discrim- 
ination. Pacific  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Tidewater  Southern  B.  Co. 
(Cal.)  Decision  No.  4800,  Case  No.  1129,  Oct.  29,  1917. 

Charging  lower  freight  rates  on  locomotive  fuel  coal  consumed  by 
steam  railroads  than  charged  on  shipments  of  coal  used  by  electric 
railways  in  generating  power  to  move  their  trains  constitutes  unlaw- 
ful discrimination.  Be  Freight  Bates  on  Coal  (Ind.)  No.  3036, 
Oct.  3,  1917. 

The  refusal  of  a  railroad  having  switch  connections  with  other 
railroads  for  interchange  of  traffic  in  an  important  city,  to  make 
physical  connection  with  an  electric  interurban  road  engaged  in 
handling  freight  in  carload  lots,  is  an  unjust  discrimination  against 
the  latter.  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  B.  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  B.  Co. 
(Ind.)  No.  2930,  Dec.  14,  1917. 

In  Mooney  v.  Missouri  Southern  B.  Co.  Case  No.  1199,  July  6, 
1917,  the  Missouri  Commission  held  that  a  railroad  operating  several 
industrial  spur  tracks  between  4  and  5  miles  in  length,  leading  from 
its  main  track  of  railroad,  should  not  be  permitted  to  charge  higher 
rates  for  the  movement  of  freight  over  the  spur  tracks  than  over 
other  parts  of  its  railroad.  The  Commission  said :  "Under  the  doc- 
trine of  the  McGrew  Case  a  railroad  company  is  prohibited  from 
charging  more  for  a  short  haul  than  for  a  longer  haul  of  a  like 
commodity  over  any  part  of  its  line;  and  is  also  prohibited  from 
charging  more  for  a  haul  of  the  same  distance  over  one  part  of  its 
line  than  is  charged  for  a  haul  of  a  like  commodity  the  same  distance 
over  any  other  part  of  its  line."  Independent  Breweries  Co.  v.  St. 
Louis,  I.  M.  &  S.  E.  Co.  (1916)  4  Mo.  P.  S.  C.  620,  P.U.B.i917D, 
109.  See  also  McGrew  v.  Missouri  P.  B.  Co.  (1903)  177  Mo.  533,  76 
S.  W.  995;  McGrew  v.  Missouri  P.  B.  Co.  (1914)  258  Mo.  23,  166 
S.  W.  1033;  McGrew  Coal  Co.  v.  Missouri  P.  B.  Co.  (1915)  —  Mo. 
— ,  178  S.  W.  1179. 

The  evidence  discloses  that  the  cost  to  the  defendant  of  moving 
freight  on  spur  tracks  is  greater  tlian  hauling  freight  upon  its  main 
road,  but  under  the  ruling  in  the  McGrew  Cases,  supra,  that  fact 
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cannot  be  taken  into  consideration  for  justifying  an  increased  charge 
for  a  shorter  haul  or  for  authorizing  a  higher  charge  for  the  same 
distance  on  the  same  line.  The  Commission  holds  that  the  switch- 
ing charges  now  assessed  by  the  defendant  for  the  movement  of  cars 
uj^on  the  s])ur  tracks  are  unlawful  wherein  they  are  in  excess  of  the 
rates  charged  by  the  defendant  for  moving  a  like  shipment  the  same 
or  a  greater  distance  over  any  other  part  of  the  defendant's  railroad; 
and  the  said  charges  are  unlawful  when  added  to  the  rate  for  the 
niovement  of  a  shipment  over  both  the  spur  tracks,  or  any  pert 
thereof  and  the  main  line ;  that  the  sum  so  produced  is  in  excess  of 
the  legal  tariff  rates  of  the  defendant  for  moving  a  like  commodity 
on  any  other  part  of  its  line  for  the  same  or  a  greater  distance. 

The  maintenance  of  higher  rates  from  a  point  through  which 
commodities  to  the  same  destinations  must  pass  from  other  points, 
than  are  maintained  for  the  longer  haul^  is  a  clear  violation  of  § 
5541:  (c)  of  the  Indiana  Statutes.  Stimson  v.  Southern  R.  Co. 
(Ind.)  Xo.  1915,  Dec.  21,  1917,  rehearing  denied  Feb.  1, 1918. 

The  fact  that  railroads  operating  in  one  part  of  the  state  charge 
lower  freight  rates  on  certain  commodities  than  rates  charged  by 
other  railroads  operating  in  another  part  of  the  state  for  carr}iDg 
like  commodities  the  same  distance  does  not  establish  unlawful  dis- 
crimination by  the  latter  railroads  against  shippers  of  such  com- 
modities. Missouri  Grain  Dealers  Asso.  v.  Missouri  P.  B,  Cq.  (Mo.) 
Case  No.  970,  Nov.  19,  1917. 

A  railroad  company  may  give  to  a  transfer  company  the  exclusive 
privilege  of  requesting  from  passengers  on  incoming  trains  the 
right  to  transfer  their  baggage.  Baggage  &  O.  Transfer  Co.  v.  Port- 
land (1917)  84  Or.  343,  L.R.A.1917F,  1080,  164  Pac.  670. 

IV.  DiscriminaUan  in  service » 

To  prevent  discrimination  in  the  allotment  of  cars,  a  railroad  may 
establish  a  rule  throwing  the  burden  upon  shippers  to  show  that 
their  car  orders  cover  only  their  needs.  Re  Southern  P.  Co.  (Or.) 
F-516,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  141,  Oct.  28,  1916. 

That  shippers  within  the  state  will  enjoy  services  not  enjoyed  by 
other  shippers  fumislies  no  ground  for  relieving  carriers  from 
equipping  cars  with  door  protection  for  bulk  shipments  of  grain  and 
produce.  Re  Practices  of  Railroads  Relative  to  Furnishing  Grain 
Doors  &  Bulkheads  (N.  Y.  2d  Dist.)  Case  No.  6910,  Nov.  1,  1917 

A  railroad  station  used  almost  exclusively  by  patients  of  two 

sanitariums  need  not  be  moved  from  proximity  to  the  nearest  to  a 

]>oint  halfway  between  them,  where  the  proposed  relocation  is  not  a 

desirable  stop  because  of  the  heavy  grade,  would  discommode  75  per 

cent  of  the  passengers  while  saving  the  remainder  a  ride  of  only  } 

of  a  mile,  and  the  bus  of  the  farther  sanitarium  will  be  allowed  to 

drive  up  to  the  station.    Jordan  Sulphur  Springs  v.  Chicago,  St.  P. 

M.  &  0.  R.  Co.  (Minn.)  Aug.  28, 1916. 
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Apportionment 

California. — In  Ee  Alameda  County,  Decision  No.  5082,  applica- 
tion Nos.  3234,  3235,  Jan.  30,  1918,  the  California  Commission  held 
that  if  a  railroad  company  desires  to  provide  for  four  tracks  the 
county  should  permit  it  to  do  so,  but  any  expense  over  the  cost  of  a 
two-track  structure  should  be  borne  entirely  by  the  company. 

Illinois, — In  Aikins  v.  Rock  River  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7608,  March 
19,  1918,  the  Illinois  Commission  divided  the  cost  of  physical  con- 
nection between  the  lines  of  the  telephone  companies  in  the  village 
of  Porreston  equally  between  them. 

Automobiles. 

Arizona, — Re  Investigation  of  Automobile  Traffic,  Docket  No.  399, 
Nov.  27,  1917,  order  directing  that  any  company  or  corporation 
engaged  in  the  transportation  of  passengers  for  hire  by  automobiles, 
automobile  stage  lines,  motor  cars,  or  motor  vehicles,  observe  specified 
rules. 

California, — Re  Glendale  &  M.  R.  Stage  Line,  Decision  No.  5113, 
Application  No.  3435,  Feb.  7,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to 
abandon  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  service  as  a  common  car- 
rier of  passengers  between  Eagle  Rock  and  Pasadena. 

Penmylvaniu, — ^Lehigh  Traction  Co.  v.  Collins,  Complaint  Docket 
No.  1591,  Feb.  19,  1918,  dismissal  of  complaint  against  the  operator 
of  an  automobile  line  for  violation  of  conditions  specified  in  certifi- 
cate of  convenience,  it  appearing  that  such  violations  were  uninten- 
tional. 

Certificate  of  convenience  for  the  operation  of  automobiles  were 
granted  in  the  following  cases : 

California. — Re  Herring,  Decision  No.  4874,  Application  No. 
3229,  Nov.  24,  1917,  to  operate  an  auto  stage  line  between  Camp 
Kearny  and  San  Diego. 

Re  Wilson,  Decision  No.  4909,  Application  No.  3150,  Nov.  30, 
1917,  for  the  operation  of  an  auto  stage  and  truck  line  between  El 
Centre  and  Campo. 

Re  Watson,  Decision  No.  5099,  Application  No.  3481,  Feb,  4, 1918, 
to  operate  a  stage  line  in  Orange  county  from  Garden  Grove  to  con- 
nect with  Santa  Ana-Long  Beach  line. 

Re  Pickwick  Stages,  Decision  No.  5107,  Application  No.  3421, 
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Feb.  5,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the 
•tran.sportation  of  passengers  and  baggage  between  Los  Angeles  and 
San  Francisco. 

Re  United  Stages,  Decision  No.  5116,  Application  No.  3394,  Feb. 
7,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  automobile  stage  lines  as  a  common 
carrier  of  passengers  between  Camarillo  and  Fillmore. 

Re  Maxwell-Anderson  Stage  Lines,  Decision  No.  5117,  Application 
No.  3497,  Feb.  7,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line 
as  a  common  carrier  of  passengers  and  express  packages  between 
South  Fork  and  Garberville. 

Re  Escondido  Truck  Line,  Decision  No.  5122,  Application  No. 
3386,  Feb.  7,  1918,  certificate  granted  for  the  operation  of  an  auto 
truck  transportation  line  between  Escondido  and  San  Diego,  pro- 
vided necessary  local  permits  be  obtained. 

Re  Metzler,  Decision  No.  5142,  Application  No.  3480,  Feb.  20. 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  service  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  passengers  and  baggage  between  Fresno  and  Riverdale,  via 
Raisin  Citv  and  Caruthers. 

Re  Dillingham,  Decision  No,  5143,  Application  No.  3467,  Feb. 
20,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  automobiles  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  between  Whittier  and  Long  Beach  and  intermediate 
points. 

Re  Rife,  Decision  No.  5145,  Application  No.  3471,  Feb.  20,  1918, 
for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  and  baggage  between  Fresno  and  Riverdale  and  inter- 
mediate points. 

Re  Fuller,  Decision  No.  5166,  Application  No.  3457,  Feb.  27, 1918, 
order  granting  application  for  a  certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  to  operate  an  automobile  stage  line  between  Los  Angeles 
and  San  Bernardino  via  Pomona  and  Ontario,  and  between  Pomona 
and  Chino ;  order  also  requiring  that  revised  time  table  not  conflicting 
with  those  of  other  transportation  companies  operating  on  the  same 
route  be  filed  with  the  Commission. 

Re  Williams,  Decision  No.  5172,  Application  No.  3431,  March  2, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  automobile  service  for  the  transportation 
of  passengers  and  express  between  Santa  Maria  and  Casmalia,  via 
Orcutt  in  Santa  Barbara  county. 

Re  Barton,  Decision  No.  5176,  Application  No.  3305,  March  4, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  Auburn  and  Grass  Valley  and 
Nevada  City. 

Re  Bowen,  Decision  No.  5182,  Application  No.  3502,  March  6, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  and  baggage  between  Carmel  and  Monterey. 

Re  Nelson,  Decision  No.  5238,  Application  No.  2596,  March  27, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  as  common  carrier 
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of  passengers  between  Watsonville  and  Santa  Cmz  and  intermediate 
points. 

Re  Halpem,  Decision  No.  5253,  Application  No.  3612,  March  29, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers,  express,  and  baggage  between  Sacramento 
and  Marysville,  via  Roseville. 

Re  San  Bernardino  Mountain  Auto  Line,  Decision  No.  5258, 
Application  No.  3408,  April  1,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  auto- 
mobile stage  line  for  the  transportation  of  passengers,  freight,  and 
express  between  Forest  Home  and  Forest  Home  Junction  and  inter- 
mediate points. 

Re  Kings  River  Stage  &  Transp.  Co.  Decision  No.  6265,  Appli- 
cation No.  3628,  April  2,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile 
stage  line  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  freight  between 
Sanger  and  Hume  and  intermediate  points. 

Re  Blabon,  Decision  No.  5268,  Application  No.  3516,  April  2, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  Oakland  and  San  Jose  and  inter- 
mediate points. 

Re  Home,  Decision  No.  5269,  Application  No.  3617,  April  2, 1918, 
for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  Riverside  and  the  United  States  Aviation  School 
at  Alessandro. 

Re  Campbell,  Decision  No.  5289,  Application  No.  3614,  April  10, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  Oakland  and  San  Jose  and  inter- 
mediate points. 

Re  Femald,  Decision  No.  5292,  Application  No.  3638,  April  10, 
1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  as  a  common 
carrier  of  passengers,  baggage,  and  packages  between  Randsburg  and 
Mojave. 

Re  Lawrence  Stage  Co.  Decision  No.  5299,  Application  No.  3651, 
April  12,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  as  a 
common  carrier  of  passengers  between  Crescent  Mills  and  Quincy. 

Illinois.— Re  Illinois  Valley  Transp.  Co.  No.  7760,  March  6,  1918, 
for  engaging  in  the  automobile  transportation  business  between 
Peoria  and  North  Chillicothe. 

New  York,  Second  District, — Re  Newburgh  &  N.  W.  Bus  Co.  Case 
No.  6302,  Jan.  3,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  a  stage  route  in  the  city 
of  Newburgh,  between  Newburgh  and  New  Windsor. 

Utah. — Re  Kisamos,  Case  No.  22,  March  15,  1918,  petition  for 
permission  to  operate  automobiles  for  the  carrying  of  passengers  in 
and  between  Price  and  Sunnyside  and  between  Price  and  Hiawatha, 
denied,  it  appearing  such  territory  was  adequately  served.  Certificate 
granted  on  rehearing  (May  16,  1918). 

Re  Stum,  Case  No.  26,  April  1,  1918,  for  the  operation  and 
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maintenance  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  Park  City  and  Vernal. 

Certificates  of  convenience  for  the  operation  of  automobiles  were 
denied  in  the  following  cases : 

California, — Re  American  Auto  Tours  Co.  Decision  No.  5084,  Ap- 
plication No.  3390,  Jan.  30,  1918,  petition  for  permission  to  operate 
an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  between 
Los  Angeles  and  San  Diego  and  C^mp  Kearny,  denied,  it  appearing 
that  four  lines  are  now  operating  between  said  points  and  if  addition- 
al service  were  necessary  the  same  could  be  satisfactorily  cared  for  by 
an  enlargement  of  schedules  of  the  responsible  companies  now  operat- 
ing. 

Re  Sutherland's  Tia  Juana  Stages,  Decision  No.  5086,  Application 
No.  3387,  Jan.  30,  1918,  petition  for  certificate  permitting  the 
operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  the  cities  of  San  Diego  and  Calexico,  denied,  it 
appearing  that  public  convenience  does  not  require  the  establishment 
of  additional  service  between  such  points. 

Re  Jakeway  &  G.  Truck  Co.  Decision  No.  5090,  Application  No. 
3378,  Jan.  31,  1918,  order  denying  application  for  certificate  for 
operation  of  automobile  truck  line  between  East  San  Pasqual  and 
San  Diego,  since  there  is  insufficient  business  to  support  more  than 
the  one  line  already  in  operation  on  the  route. 

Re  Kalosky,  Decision  No.  5095,  Application  Nog.  3172-3174,  Feb. 
2,  1918,  petition  for  permission  to  establish  auto  lines  for  the  trans- 
portation of  passengers  between  points  in  the  city  of  Hermosa  Beach 
and  Redondo  Beach,  denied,  it  appearing  that  such  traffic  is  being 
adequately  served  by  existing  auto  lines  and  electric  railway. 
'  Re  JCalimos,  Decision  No.  5109,  Application  No.  3275,  Feb.  5, 
1918,  petition  for  certificate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity  per- 
mitting the  operating  of  an  automobile  for  the  transportation  of 
passengers  between  Benicia  and  Vallejo,  denied,  it  appearing  that 
SSI  existing  line  is  rendering  adequate  and  efficient  service  between 
said  points. 

Re  Wiersma,  Decision  No.  5251,  Application  No.  35B0,  March  29, 
1918,  petition  for  the  establishment  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for 
the  transportation  of  passengers  between  Oakland  and  Monterey, 
denied,  it  being  shown  that  passenger  traffic  between  the  points 
named  is  being  adequately  served  by  existing  lines. 

Re  Vannoy,  Decision  No.  5252,  Application  No.  3496,  March  29, 
1918,  petition  for  the  operation  of  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  between  Sisson  and  McCloud,  denied,  it 
appearing  that  said  territory  it  already  adequately  served. 

Re  Fuller,  Decision  No.  5259,  Application  No.  3498,  April  1, 1918, 
petition  for  certificate  to  operate  an  automobile  stage  line  for  the 
transportation  of  passengers  between  San  Bernardino  and  Big  Bear 
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Valley,  via  Redlands  and  Mill  Creek  Canyon,  denied,  it  appearing 
that  traffic  between  such  points  has  been  and  will  be  adequately 
handled  by  another  company. 

Be  Cover,  Application  No.  3458,  Re  Robertson,  Application  No. 
3544,  Decision  No.  6263,  April  2,  1918,  petition  for  certificate  to 
establish  automobile  transportation  service  to  operate  between 
Pasadena  and  Lamanda  Park  dismissed,  it  appearing  that  applicant 
failed  to  show  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  requires  the 
establishment  of  such  service. 

Re  Pettas,  Decision  No.  5290,  Application  No.  3561,  April  10, 
1918,  petition  for  certificate  permitting  the  operation  of  an  auto- 
mobile stage  line  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  between  Antioch 
and  Pittsburg,  dismissed,  it  appearing  that  traffic  between  such  points 
is  being  adequately  served  by  an  existing  line  and  that  the  business 
does  not  warrant  additional  facilities. 

Re  Hanley,  Decision  No.  5291,  Application  No.  3411,  April  10, 
1918,  petition  for  a  certificate  permitting  the  operation  of  an  auto- 
mobile stage  line  for  the  transportation  of  passengers  and  express 
between  Santa  Barbara  and  Carpinteria,  via  Montecito  and  Summer- 
land,  denied,  it  appearing  that  an  existing  company  has  the  necessary 
equipment  and  is  able  to  take  care  of  all  business  offered. 

Certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity;  franchises,  etc. 

Arizona, — ^Re  Holmes,  Docket  No.  412,  Jan.  19, 1918,  water  utility 
operated  by  Sam  Clark  at  Clarkston,  order  to  obtain  certificate  of 
convenience  and  necessity  before  continuing  service,  it  appearing 
that  none  had  been  previously  obtained. 

California. — Re  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Decision  No.  5165, 
Application  No.  3555,  Feb.  27,  1918,  declaration  of  public  conven- 
ience and  necessity  requiring  the  exercise  by  the  Pacific  Telephone  & 
Telegraph  Company  of  rights  and  privileges  granted  in  Ordinance 
No.  42  by  which  order  said  company  is  given  the  right  to  place  and 
maintain  poles,  wires,  and  other  appliances  and  to  lay  underground 
conductors  for  wires  for  the  transmission  of  electricity  for  telephone 
and  telegraph  purposes  in  the  city  of  San  Rafael. 

In  Re  Winterhaven  Improv.  Co.  Decision  No.  5196,  Application 
No.  3461,  March  11,  1918,  it  was  held  that  the  California  Commis- 
sion cannot  issue  a  certificate  permitting  the  exercise  of  rights  under 
a  franchise,  unless  such  franchise  is  valid  and  conforms  to  statutory 
provisions  with  reference  thereto. 

Re  Little  Shasta  Teleph.  Co.  Decision  No.  5200,  Application  Nos. 
3298,  3315,  March  13,  1918,  Klamath  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany granted  a  certificate  permitting  the  construction  and  operation 
of  a  long  distance  toll  line  along  the  right  of  way  of  Southern  Pacific 
Company  between  Doris  and  Mount  Hebron,  such  line  to  be  limited 

to  toll  service  only. 
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Oregon, — Re  Spoulding  Logging  Co.  L-F-l,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order 
Iso.  359^  March  2d,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  applicant  to 
carry  on  the  business  of  rafting,  driving,  floating,  booming,  sorting, 
and  liolding  logs,  lumber  or  other  timber  products  in  the  Luckiamute 
river  in  Folk  and  Benton  counties  within  the  state  of  Or^ou. 

lie  Coos  Bay  Boom  Co.  L^F-12,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  361,  April 
8,  1918,  order  granting  franchise  to  the  Coos  Bay  Boom  Company 
on  the  Coos  River  for  driving,  catching,  booming,  soiling,  rafting, 
and  holding  logs,  lumber,  and  other  timber  products  on  a  portion  of 
Coos  river. 

Ke  Gaidiner  Boom  Co.  L-F-S,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  365,  April 
15,  1918,  order  granting  franchise  for  driving,  catching,  booming, 
sorting,  rafting,  and  holding  logs,  poles^  and  piles  in  and  upon  the 
waters  of  Camp  Creek;  also  granting  another  franchise  to  improve 
streams  and  parts  of  streams  in  specified  manner. 

Wisconsin.— Re  Cambridge  Teleph.  Co.  T-752,  April  8,  1918, 
order  declaring  that  public  convenience  and  necessity  does  not  re- 
quire proposed  extension  by  the  Cambridge  Telephone  Company  in 
the  town  of  Oakland,  it  appearing  that  said  territory  is  already 
adequately  served. 

Re  Milltown  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  T-757,  April  8,  1918,  order  declar- 
ing that  public  convenience  and  necessity  do  not  require  the  extension 
of  telephone  service,  it  appearing  that  such  district  is  abready 
Adequately  served. 

Re  Amery  Electric  Co.  T-760,  April  8,  1918,  order  declaring  that 
public  convenience  and  necessity  do  not  require  the  Amery  Company 
to  extend  its  lines  south  of  the  north  lines  of  Section  28,  such 
territory  being  adequately  served  by  another  line. 

Certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity  were  granted  in  the  fol- 
lowing cases : 

California, — Re  Pellissier,  Decision  No.  5157,  Application  Xo. 
3000,  Feb.  26, 1918,  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  a  telephone 
and  telegraph  system  in  the  counties  of  Mono  and  Inyo. 

Re  Southern  California  Edison  Co.  Decision  No.  5209,  Application 
No.  3591,  March  15,  1918,  to  construct  and  maintain  poles,  cross- 
arms,  conduits,  cables,  wires,  and  other  appliances,  over,  in,  along. 
and  across  the  public  highways,  streets,  alleys,  and  public  places  of 
the  city  of  El  Segundo,  for  transmitting  and  distributing  electrical 
energy  to  be  used  for  any  and  all  purposes. 

Re  Bayou  Vista  Ditch  Co.  Decision  No.  5283,  Application  No. 
3466,  April  6,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  irrigation  property  acquired 
from  the  Tulare  Lake  Canal  Company. 

Idaho.— Re  Idaho  Power  Co.  Case  F-212,  Order  No.  -481,  March 
4,  1918,  for  the  construction,  maintenance,  and  operation  of  an 
electrical  system  in  the  village  of  Ilagerman. 

Illinois,— Re  Waechter  &  Meyer,  No.  7130,  Jan.  22,  1918,  for  the 
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operation  of  a  public  storage  warehouse  business  in  the  city  of 
Chicago. 

Be  Stineman,  No.  7603,  Feb.  20,  1918,  for  the  operation  of  tele- 
phone exchange  and  system  in  the  village  of  New  Boston  and  vicinity. 

Re  Homer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  Nos.  7698,  7699,  Consolidated, 
Feb.  20,  1918,  for  the  operation  and  maintenance  of  an  electric 
generating  transmission  and  distribution  system,  and  the  transaction 
of  business  of  an  electric  public  utility  in  the  villages  of  Homer  and 
Sidney. 

Re  Sheridan  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  Nos.  7i47,  7448,  March  5, 
1918,  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  an  electric  generating 
station  and  distributing  system  in  the  village  of  Sheridan,  and  for 
the  transaction  of  the  business  of  rendering  electric  service  in  said 
village. 

Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co,  No.  7506,  March  5,  1918,  for 
tlie  rendering  of  electric  service  of  the  characters  and  in  the  com- 
munities at  present  served  by  the  Saline  Electric  Company. 
-  Re  Williams,  No.  7714,  March  5,  1918,  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  an  8,000  volt  electric  transmission  line  from  Windsor 
through  the  village  of  Strasburg  to  the  village  of  Stewardson. 

Re  Coon  Bros.  Teleph.  Co.  Nos.  7411,  7412,  March  6,  1918, 
certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  granted  the  Saybrook  Tele- 
phone Company  to  operate  a  telephone  system  purchased  from  Coon 
Brothers  Telephone  Company  in  the  village  of  Saybrook. 

Re  Iredale  Fireproof  Warehouse,  No.  7771~A,  B,  March  12,  1918, 
Consolidated,  for  conducting  a  general  warehouse  storage,  packing, 
moving,  and  shipping  business  in  the  city  of  Iredale. 

Re  Decatur  R.  &  Light  Co.  No.  7181,  March  18,  1918,  for  the 
operation  of  existing  electric  distribution  system  in  the  village  of 
Dawson. 

Re  Golconda  Northern  R.  Co.  No.  5512,  March  19,  1918,  for  the 
construction  and  operation  of  a  railroad  from  Golconda  to  a  point  on 
the  Ohio  river  at  or  near  Elizabcthtown. 

Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7798,  April  1,  1918,  for 
the  construction  and  operation  of  a  single  phase  16,500  volt  electric 
transmission  line  from  the  village  of  Marine  to  the  village  of 
Alhambra,  for  the  construction  and  operation  of  an  electric  distribu- 
tion system  in  and  around  the  said  village  of  Alhambra,  and  for 
engagiDg  in  the  business  of  rendering  electric  service  in  and  around 
said  villages  and  along  the  route  of  the  proposed  transmission  line. 

Iowa. — ^A^'eenscheten  Bros.  v.  Sioux  County,  Docket  E-281,  March 
6,  1918,  for  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  a  pro- 
posed transmission  line,  for  the  purpose  of  conducting  electric  current 
for  light,  power,  and  heating  purposes,  in  Sioux  County. 

Maine,— Be  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-273,  April  9, 
1918,  to  furnish  service  as  a  telephone  company  in  the  towns  of 
P.U.K.1918C.  • 


0G8  APPENDIX. 

Alexander^  Baileyville,  Charlotte,  Cooper,  Dennjsville,  Edmimdg, 
Indiantown,  Marion,  Meddybemps,  Pembroke,  Princeton,  Bobbington, 
Talmadge,  Topsfield,  Waite  and  Whiting,  and  in  the  plantations  of 
Grand  Lake  Stream  and  Number  Fourteen. 

Re  Meddybemps  Teleph.  Co.  U-274,  April  9,  1918,  to  furnish 
Bervice  as  a  telephone  company  in  specified  towns  in  Maine. 

Re  Forest  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-275,  April  9,  1918,  for  the 
furnishing  of  service  as  a  telephone  company  in  the  city  of  Calais 
and  specified  towns  in  Maine. 

Michigan.— ^e  Moflfatt  Teleph.  Co.  I>-1031,  March  8, 1918,  for  the 
construction,  maintenance  and  operation  of  telephone  system  in  town- 
ships of  Moflfatt,  Horton,  and  Mills. 

Re  Carrs  Teleph.  Co.  T-182,  April  26,  1918,  for  the  construction 
of  telephone  toll  lines,  and  the  erection  of  poles,  wires,  and  other 
facilities  for  toll  line  purposes  only,  between  Carrs  and  Baldwin, 
through  Logan  township,  Mason  county,  and  Lake  township,  Lake 
County. 

NebrasJca. — Re  Nebraska  Oas  &  E.  Co.  Application  No.  3462, 
March  5,  1918,  for  the  construction  of  a  three-phase  electric  trans- 
misssion  line  connecting  the  cities  of  Hooper  and  Scribner. 

Re  Nebraska  Lighting  Co.  Application  No.  3477,  March  20,  1918, 
for  the  construction  of  an  electric  transmission  line  to  carry  alternat- 
ing electric  current  from  Plattsmouth  to  Murray. 

Re  Riverton-Inavale  Light  &  P.  Co.  Application  No.  3487,  March 
29,  1918,  for  the  construction  of  a  new  transmission  line  from  Red 
Cloud  to  the  villages  of  Inavale  and  Riverton  and  to  carry  alternating 
electric  current  at  a  pressure  of  13,200  volts. 

New  Hampshire, — ^Re  Contoocook  Electric  Light  Co.  D-467y  Order 
No.  742,  April  4, 1918,  to  sell  and  deliver  to  the  Contoocook  Electric 
Light  Company  such  surplus  electricity  as  is  generated  at  the  hydro- 
electric plant  operated  at  Franklin,  said  electricity  to  be  distributed 
and  sold  by  said  company. 

New  York,  Second  District, — Re  Union  Springs  Light  &  P.  Co. 
Case  No.  6236,  Jan.  10,  1918,  for  the  construction,  operation,  and 
maintenance  of  poles,  wires,  and  other  fixtures  necessary  for  the 
conduction  or  transmission  of  currents  of  electricity  in  the  towns  of 
Springport,  Fleming,  and  Aurelius,  and  the  incorporated  village  of 
Union  Springs. 

Re  Syracuse  Lighting  Co.  Case  No.  6269,  Jan.  10,  1918,  for  the 
construction  and  maintenance  of  a  conduit  for  the  conveying  of 
electrical  energy  along  state  land  adjoining  the  canal  in  the  village 
of  Solvay. 

Re  Gowanda  Light  &  P.  Corp.  Case  No.  6271,  Jan.  10,  1918,  for 
permission  to  erect  and  maintain  and  replace  electric  light  poles, 
conduits,  wires,  and  necessary  fixtures  in  the  village  of  Oowanda 
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and  to  install^  maintain^  and  operate  an  electric  light  plant  and  nec- 
essary equipment  in  said  village. 

Re  Wilson,  Case  No.  6204,  Jan.  31,  1918,  for  the  construction  and 
operation  of  an  electric  plant  in  incorporated  village  of  Port  Leydeii 
and  the  town  of  Leyden. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Big  Falls  Power  Co.  April  17,  1918,  for  the  con- 
struction, operation,  and  maintenance  of  proposed  dam  in  the  Flam- 
beau river  in  Rusk  county. 

Re  Wisconsin  Realty  Co.  W.  P-61,  April  17,  1918,  to  construct, 
operate  and  maintain  a  dam  in  and  across  the  North  Fork  of  the 
Flambeau  river,  sections  8  and  9,  township  39,  in  Price  county, 
under  Wisconsin  statutes,  subsection  3  of  section  31.06. 

Re  Big  Falls  Power  Co.  April  17,  1918,  to  acquire  an  undeveloped 
water  power  and  dam  site. 

Consolidation,  merger,  and  sale. 

Arizon^i, — Be  Navajo  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.  Docket  No.  495, 
March  7,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  the  Navajo  Ice  &  Cold 
Storage  Company  to  transfer  all  property,  rights,  and  franchises  of 
any  kind  and  nature  of  the  two  companies  to  the  Atchison,  Topeka, 
&  Santa  Fe  Railway  Company. 

Re  Claypool,  Docket  No.  433,  March  20,  1918,  order  authorizing 
the  sale  of  the  water  system  consisting  of  pipe  lines,  equipment,  fran- 
chises, privileges,  and  real  estate  located  in  the  Inspiration  townsite, 
to  the  W.  &  C.  Water  Company,  said  water  company  to  issue  5,000 
shares  of  capital  stock  in  payment  therefor,  and  to  assume  payment 
of  $6,000  mortgage  upon  said  plant  and  system. 

California, — Re  San  Diego  &  A.  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  4897,  Appli- 
cation No.  3328,  Nov.  27,  1917,  order  authorizing  the  San  Diego  & 
South  Eastern  Railway  to  transfer  all  of  its  physical  assets,  free 
of  all  indebtedness  to  the  San  Diego  &  Arizona  Railway  Company, 
and  the  latter  company  authorized  to  purchase  $1,650,000  par  value 
of  outstanding  stock  of  the  South  Eastern  Railway,  and  to  issue 
$1,500,000  face  value  of  its  6  per  cent  bonds  in  payment  therefor. 

Re  Santa  Clara  Water  &  Irrigating  Co.  Decision  No.  5108,  Appli- 
cation No.  3246,  Feb.  5,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  sale  of  the  so- 
called  Farmers  Ditch  &  Water  System  to  Farmers  Irrigation  Com- 
pany by  Santa  Clara  Water  &  Irrigating  Company  and  the  Farmers 
Ditch  Irrigating  Company  for  the  sum  of  $69,000.  An  agreement 
between  the  Santa  Clara  Company,  the  Farmers  Irrigating  Company, 
and  the  River  Street  Ditch  Company  relating  to  the  division  and 
diversion  of  water  approved,  provided  the  joint  division  in  effect 
does  not  interfere  with  rendering  proper  service. 

Re  Sutter  Butte  Canal  Co.  Decision  No.  5125,  Application  No. 
3508,  Feb.  11, 1918,  order  authorizing  the  Gridley  Land  &  Irrigation 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Company  to  transfer  the  irrigation  systera  in  the  vicinity  of  Gridley 
to  the  Sutter  Butte  Canal  Company  for  the  sum  of  $10,000. 

Re  Corcoran,  Decision  Xo.  5208,  Application  No.  3581,  March  15, 
1918,  order  granting  permission  to  transfer  to  the  city  of  Corcoran 
all  the  public  utility  business  and  property  of  the  Corcoran  Water  ft 
Gas  Company. 

Re  Calistoga  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  5235,  Application  No.  3488, 
March  27,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  transfer  to  the  town  of  Calis- 
toga public  utility  water  system  used  in  supplying  water  to  the  town 
of  Calistoga. 

Re  Manteca  Waterworks,  Decision  No.  5241,  Application  No.  3405, 
^farch  27,  1918,  order  authorizing  transfer  of  water  system  of  the 
town  of  Manteca  to  the  Manteca  Water  Works,  the  latter  to  issue 
$35,400  par  value  of  capital  stock,  $34,900  in  exchange  for  properties 
purchased,  and  the  balance  to  qualify  directors. 

Re  Rialto  Light,  Power  &  Water  Co.  Decision  No.  5242,  Applica- 
tion No.  3476,  March  27,  1918,  order  granting  authority  to  the 
Rialto  Light,  Power,  &  Water  Company  to  sell  to  the  Southern 
Sierras  Power  Company  all  the  property  of  whatever  character 
owned  and  controlled  by  former  company. 

Re  Bishop  Light  &  P.  Co.  Decision  No.  5255,  Application  No. 
3475,  March  29,  1918,  Bishop  Company  authorized  to  transfer  its 
properties  to  the  Southern  Sierras  Company  for  the  sum  of  $64,- 
108.85,  .and  the  latter  company  to  execute  an  indenture  whereby  it 
agrees  to  assume  the  payment  of  $4,500  face  value  of  outstanding 
bonds  of  the  selling  company. 

Re  Coachella  Valley  Ice  &  Electric  Co.  Decision  No.  5267,  Appli- 
cation No.  3477,  April  2,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  Coachella 
Valley  Ice  &  Electric  Company  to  sell  to  the  Southern  Sierras  Power 
Company,  all  property  of  whatever  character  owned  by  former  com- 
pany. 

Illinois, — Re  Waechter  &  Meyer,  No.  7130,  Jan.  22,  1918,  order 
authorizing  the  sale  to  the  Waechter  &  Meyer  Fire  Proof  Storage 
Company  all  of  the  real  estate,  assets,  and  business,  and  personal 
property  of  said  Waechter  &  Meyer  for  the  sum  of  $5,000. 

Re  StineiTian,  Xo.  7603,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  sale 
to  the  New  Boston  Telephone  Company  for  the  sum  of  $7,000,  to 
be  paid  in  cash,  all  the  telephone  property  and  system  owned  and 
operated  by  J.  A.  Stineman  in  the  village  of  New  Boston  and 
vicinity. 

Re  Homer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  Nos.  7698,  7699,  Consolidated, 
Feb.  20,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  sale  to  the  Homer  Electric 
Light  &  Power  Company  of  the  electric  utility  property  at  present 
owned  by  U.  S.  Thompson  in  Homer  and  Sidney  and  the  transmis- 
sion line  connecting  said  communities,  including  all  materials  and 
supplies,  rights,  contracts,  and  franchises,  for  the  sum  of  $25,000. 
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Be  Suburban  R.  Co.  No.  7748,  Feb.  27, 1918,  approval  of  transfer 
by  Emil  G.  Schmidt,  Receiver,  and  by  Suburban  Railroad  Company 
to  the  Chicago  &  West  Towns  Railway  Company  of  all  the  assets  and 
property,  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  Circuit  Court  of  Cook  county. 

Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7606,  March  5,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  sale  by  the  Saline  Electric  Company  to  the 
Southern  Illinois  Light  &  Power  Company  of  all  property,  rights, 
and  franchises,  and  other  assets  of  former  company  for  consideration 
of  $287,300. 

In  Coon  Bros.  Teleph.  Co.  Nos.  7411,  7412,  March  6,  1918,  a 
sale  of  the  Coon  Brothers  Telephone  Company  plant  in  Saybrook  to 
the  Saybrook  Telephone  Company  for  the  sum  of  $11,000  was  ap- 
proved, the  authorization  of  the  purchase  and  sale  to  be  in  no  manner 
binding  upon  the  Commission  in  determining  a  fair  value  of  the 
property  for  rate  making  or  in  determining  just  and  reasonable  ratea 
for  telephone  service. 

Re  Missouri  P.  R.  Corp.  No.  7612,  March  12,  1918,  order  author- 
izing the  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad  Corporation  to  sell  to  the  Missouri 
Pacific  Railroad  Company  all  of  the  lines  of  railroad  situated  in  the 
state  of  Illinois,  together  with  all  real  estate,  rights  of  way,  works 
and  other  assets  and  property,  real,  personal  or  mixed,  appurtenances, 
rights,  privileges,  franchises,  etc.,  for  the  consideration  of  the  sur- 
render of  the  entire  capital  stock  of  the  Missouri  Pacific  Railroad 
Corporation  in  Illinois. 

Re  Decatur  R.  &  Light  Co.  No.  7181,  March  18,  1918,  order 
authorizing  the  purchase  by  the  Decatur  Railway  &  Light  Company 
from  the  Illinois  Consumers  Light  Company  of  the  electric  distribu- 
tion system  as  now  installed  in  Dawson,  for  the  sum  of  $4,403.91,. 
and  such  additional  sum  as  shall  represent  the  cost  of  additions  or 
betterments  to  said  property,  from  December  31,  1917,  to  date. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  v.  Citizens  Waterworks  Co.  No.  7840,. 
April  1,  1918,  approval  of  sale  of  water  works  to  the  city  of  Quincy. 

Indiana, — Re  Akers,  No.  3703,  March  25,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  the  Royal  Center  Telephone  Company  to  the  purchase 
of  the  telephone  exchange,  plant,  and  system,  at  Royal  Center,  for  the 
sum  of  $20,000. 

Maine. — Re  Denmark  Light  &  P.  Co.  U-267,  March  6,  1918,  order 
authorizing  power  company  to  sell  to  the  Western  Maine  Power 
Company,  for  the  sum  of  $1,000  all  of  its  rights,  privileges,  fran- 
cliises,  and  property  as  a  public  utility. 

Re  New  England  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-273,  April  9, 1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  New  England  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Com- 
pany to  sell  to  the  Eastern  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  all  the 
telephone  plant  and  property  for  $30,000;  the  New  England  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company  to  receive  in  part  pavment  therefor 
P.U.R,1918C. 
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common  capital  stock  of  said  Eastern  Telephone  &  TeIegiM>Ii  Com- 
pany, of  the  aggregate  par  value  of  $20,000,  at  par. 

Re  Meddybemps  Teleph.  Co.  U-274,  April  9,  1918,  order  ai^thor- 
izing  the  sale  of  all  telephone  plant  property,  equipment,  and  rights, 
to  the  Eastern  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company  for  $1,000. 

Re  Forest  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  TJ-275,  April  9,  1918,  order 
authorizing  telephone  company  tp  sell  its  telephone  plant,  property, 
equipment,  rights,  and  franchises  to  the  Eastern  Telephone  &  Tele- 
graph Company  for  the  sum  of  $11,000. 

Michigan. — Re  Kingston  Home  Teleph.  Co.  D-1228,  March  12, 
1918,  order  authorizing  conveyance  of  the  property  of  the  Kingston 
Telephone  Company  to  the  Kingston  Home  Telephone  Company. 

Re  Merchants  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  T~173,  March  15,  1918,  order 
authorizing  the  Merchants  Mutual  Telephone  Company  to  sell  its 
telephone  property  located  at  Grand  Beach  to  the  Grand  Beach 
Company  for  the  consideration  of  $1,600. 

Re  Clayton  Citizens  Teleph.  Co.  T-177,  March  18,  1918,  order 
authorizing  the  Northwestern  Telephone  Company  to  sell  its  lines 
and  facilities  to  the  Clayton  Citizens  Telephone  Company  for  the 
sum  of  $290.  Order  modified  to  correct  name  of  purchasing  company 
(May  9,  1918). 

Mississippi. — Re  Central  Mississippi  Teleph.  Co.  No.  4489,  April 
2,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  sell  local  telephone  exchange 
at  Ackerman  to  R.  L.  Johnson. 

Missouri.— Re  Liberty  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No.  1436,  Jan.  28,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  sale,  transfer,  and  assignment  by  the  Clay 
County  Telephone  Company  of  Liberty,  of  all  its  properties  known 
and  designated  as  the  Liberty  Exchange  for  the  sum  of  $23,521,  to 
the  Liberty  Telephone  Company;  Clay  County  Telephone  Company 
also  authorized  to  sell,  transfer,  and  assign  all  its  property  known 
and  designated  as  the  Missouri  City  Exchange,  for  the  sum  of  $1,800 
to  individuals. 

New  Jersey. — Re  Millville  Gaslight  Co.  March  5,  1918,  approval 
of  joint  agreement  of  merger  and  consolidation  by  and  between  the 
Millville  Gas  Light  Company,  Citizens  Gas  Company  of  Landis  town- 
ship. Citizens  Gas  Company  of  Vineland,  Commercial  Gas  Com- 
pany, Maurice  River  Gas  Company,  Downe  Township  Gas  Company, 
Lawrence  Gas  Company,  Fairfield  Gas  Company,  Deerfield  Gas  Com- 
pany, Pittsgrove  Gas  Company,  forming  the  Cumberland  County 
Gas  Company. 

Re  Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  April  8,  1918,  approval 
of  an  agreement  betw- een  the  Delaware  &  Atlantic  Telegraph  &  Tele- 
phone Company  and  the  Farmers  &  Traders  Telephone  Company, 
relative  to  the  sale  of  specified  telephone  facilities.  * 

New  York,  Second  District. — Re  Niagara,  L.  &  0.  Power  Co. 
Case  No.  6275,  Jan.  29,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  the 
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Niagara,  Lockport,  &  Ontario  Power  Company  to  merge  the  Salmon 
Biver  Power  Company,  under  subd.  3,  §  61,  Transportation  Cor- 
porations Law,  §  70,  Public  Service  Commissions  Law. 

Re  Wilson,  Case  No.  6203,  Jan.  31,  1918,  approval  of  transfer 
nunc  pro  tunc,  of  franchises,  works,  and  system  of  Port  Leyden  Elec- 
tric Light  &  Power  Company,  operating  in  the  village  of  Port  Ijey- 
den,  and  a  part  of  the  town  of  Leyden. 

Ohio,— Be  Holland  Home  Teleph.  Co.  No.  1374,  Jan.  21,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  Holland  Home  Telephone  Company  to  sell 
and  convey  to  the  Ohio  State  Telephone  Company  all  of  its  proper- 
ty, rights,  and  assets. 

Wisconsin.— Be  Farmer's  Teleph.  Co.  U-1280,  March  18,  1918, 
recommendation  that  Farmer's  Telephone  Company  sell  its  interest 
in  the  Bloomington  and  Bagley  exchanges  to  the  People's  Telephone 
Company,  and  agree  to  pay  switching  charges  for  subscribers  con- 
nected directly  with  the  exchanges. 

Crossings. 

a.  Grade  crossings,  973, 

b.  Protection  at,  976, 

e.  Elimination  of  grade  crossings,  979» 

d.  Overhead  crossings,  etc,,  979. 

e.  Private  crossings,  979. 

a.  Qrade  crossings, 

Arizona. — He  Pima  County,  Docket  No.  481,  Jan.  2,  1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Pima  county  to 
establish  a  highway  crossing  of  the  Tucson-Nogales  highway  across 
the  tracks  of  the  Tucson  &  Nogales  Bailroad. 

Be  Southern  P.  Co.  Docket  No.  503,  March  15,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing permission  to  construct  a  transfer  track  across  the  state  high- 
way at  a  point  a  few  miles  south  of  Tucson. 

California. — ^Be  Western  P.  B.  Co.  Decision  No.  5073,  Applica- 
tion No.  3297,  Jan.  28,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct 
a  spur  track  at  grade  across  certain  streets  and  tracks  of  other  com- 
mon carriers  in  the  city  of  Stockton. 

Be  Santa  Monica,  Decision  No.  5224,  Application  No.  2981,  March 
22, 1918,  petition  for  permission  to  construct  Euclid  avenue  at  grade 
across  the  tracks  of  Pacific  Electric  Bailway  Company  in  city  of 
Santa  Monica,  dismissed,  it  appearing  that  no  public  necessity  was 
shown  for  the  construction  of  an  additional  crossing  at  this  time. 

Be  Tulare  County,  Decision  No.  5228,  Application  Nos.  3428, 
3430,  March  25,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  two 
crossings  at  grade  across  the  tracks  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Com- 
pany, in  the  county  of  Tulare. 
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Re  Tulare  County,  Decision  No.  5231,  Application  No.  3429, 
March  25,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  a  road 
crossing  at  grade  across  the  tracks  of  Minkler  Southern  Railway 
Company  one  mile  east  of  Orosi. 

Connecticut — Re  Shore  Line  Electric  R.  Co.  Docket  No.  2733, 
April  10,  1918,  approval  of  construction  of  an  electric  railway  turn- 
out on  West  Thames  street  in  the  city  of  Norwich. 

Illinois. — ^Higliway  Comrs.  v.  Chicago  G.  W.  R.  Co.  No.  7524, 
Feb.  18,  1918,  petition  for  permission  to  extend  a  highway  at  grade 
across  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago  Great  Western  Railroad  Company, 
dismissed,  it  appearing  that  the  Commission  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  needs  for  this  crossing  are  not  such  as  to  justify  the  establish- 
ment of  another  grade  crossing  of  such  a  dangerous  character  as 
the  proposed  crossing. 

Re  Rockford  &  I.  R.  Co.  No.  7656,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  construct  grade  crossing  formed  by  the  main  track  of 
the  Rockford  &  Interurban  Railway  Company  and  the  main  track 
of  tlie  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Railroad  Company  near  Camp 
Grant  station,  Winnebago  county. 

Re  Farmers  Elevator  Co.  No.  7765,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  construct  a  sidetrack  at  grade  across  Church  and 
Caroline  streets  in  the  village  of  Homer. 

Livingston  v.  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  No.  7077,  March 
5,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  village  of  Livingston  to  open 
Main  street  at  grade  across  the  right  of  way  and  tracks  of  the  Cleve- 
land, Cincinnati,  Chicago,  &  St.  Louis  Railway  Company  in  the 
village  of  Livingston. 

'  Be  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  No.  7624,  March  5,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing permission  to  railway  company  to  construct  a  second  main  track 
at  grade  across  certain  streets  and  highways  between  Keyesport  and 
Shattuc. 

Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  v.  Southern  Illinois  R.  &  P.  Co. 
No.  7587,  March  18,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  a 
spur  track  at  grade  across  main  track  of  the  Southern  Illinois  Rail- 
way &  Power  Company  at  a  point  3  miles  south  of  Harrisburg. 

Highway  Comrs.  v.  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  No.  7543,  March  19, 
1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  a  public  highway  at 
grade  across  the  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  Burlington,  &  Quincy  Rail- 
road Company  between  Knox  township  and  Galesburg  township. 

Monroe  Center  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  No.  7381,  March  19, 
1918,  order  granting  permission  to  extend  public  highway  known 
as  Pacific  street,  in  the  settlement  of  Monroe  Center,  at  grade,  across 
the  right  of  way  and  tracks  of  the  Chicago,  ililwaukee,  &  St.  Paul 
Railway  Company. 

Indiana, — Re  Fair,  No.  3616,  March  25,  1918,  order  granting  per- 
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mission  to  construct  a  highway  at  grade  over  tracks  of  the  Wabash ' 
Bailway  Company  in  Allen  county. 

Massachusetts.— He  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  P.  S.  C.  1972, 
March  22,  1918,  order  granting  permission  for  the  construction  and 
operation  by  the  petitioner  of  a  railroad  track  to  be  operated  by 
steam  power,  upon  and  across  Northern  avenue  in  South  Boston,  at 
grade. 

Michigan. — Re  Seitz,  C-7077-40,  March  4,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  cross  with  Toledo  avenue  the  tracks  and  right  of  way 
of  the  Michigan  Central  Railroad  and  Detroit  &  Toledo  Shore  Line 
Railroads  in  Montaugon  township. 

Gregory  v.  Detroit,  J.  &  C.  R.  Co.  C-7077-41,  March  21,  1918, 
order  directing  railroad  company  to  plank  the  crossing  of  its  tracks 
at  the  intersection  of  Miller  Road  and  Michigan  avenue  in  Spring- 
wells  township. 

Gregory  v.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  C-7077-41,  March  21,  1918, 
order  directing  railroad  company  to  plank  crossing  of  the  tracks  of 
Michigan  avenue  in  Springwells  township. 

Re  Detroit,  J.  &  C.  R.  Co.  No.  8007,  April  25,  1918,  order  author- 
izing the  railroad  company  to  cross  with  a  temporary  track  the  spur 
track  of  the  Michigan  Central  Railroad  about  275  feet  east  of  Pollett 
street  in  Ypsilanti. 

New  Hampshire. — ^Re  Boutwell  &  Son,  D-469,  Order  No.  745, 
April  12,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  a  sidetrack 
at  grade  across  Ferry  street  in  Concord. 

Re  Brown  Co.  D-470,  Order  No.  746,  April  19,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing permission  to  construct  a  sidetrack  and  reconstruct  a  crossing 
at  grade  over  Hutchins  street  in  Berlin. 

New  Jersey. — Re  Mullica  Twp.  March  11,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  for  the  construction  at  grade  of  a  crossing  at  Chestnut 
street  in  Elwood  at  the  tracks  of  the  West  Jersey  &  Seashore  Rail- 
road, on  condition  that  the  crossing  known  as  Gee's  crossing  shall 
be  closed  to  travel. 

Re  United  States  Government,  March  11,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  constnict  new  crossing  at  grade  over  White  Horse 
Pike,  between  East  Hammonton  and  Elwood,  on  condition  that  no 
locomotive  or  car  shall  be  moved  over  said  crossing  at  a  speed  great- 
er than  6  miles  per  hour,  and  that  a  flagman  shall  be  stationed  at 
said  crossing. 

Re  MacArthur  Bros.  Co.  March  26,  1918,  order  granting  per- 
mission to  construct  temporary  siding  at  grade,  across  tracks  of  the 
Public  Service  Railway  Company  at  Washington  Park,  Westville. 

Re  Bay  Shore  Connecting  R.  Co.  April  8,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  construct  a  siding  track  at  grade,  across  Avenue  "R" 
in  the  city  of  Newark. 

Oregon.— Re  County  Ct.  r-732,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  349, 
p.u.n.ioisc. 
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March  13,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  county  road 
over  and  across  the  tracks  of  the  Willamette  Valley  Southern  Rail- 
way Company  at  grade  in  Clackamas  county. 

Re  County  Ct.  F-733,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  350,  March  13, 
1918,  order  authorizing  the  construction  of  a  temporary  crossing 
over  and  across  the  tracks  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Company  at  grade 
in  Clackamas  county. 

Re  Portland,  F-724,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  351,  March  13,  1918, 
order  granting  permission  to  construct  Gibhs  street  across  the  tracks 
of  the  Southern  Pacific  Company  on  Moody  street  at  grade,  in  the 
city  of  Portland. 

Re  County  Ct.  ¥-735,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  354,  March  22, 
1918,  order  granting  permission  to  County  Court  of  Benton  county 
to  construct  a  county  road  over  and  across  the  tracks  and  right  of 
way  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Company  at  grade,  approximately  700 
feet  north  of  the  railroad  depot  of  Wellsdale. 

Re  Oregon  &  C.  R.  Co.  F-752,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  360,  April 
6,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  a  passing  track 
across  North  Mountain  avenue  at  grade,  parallel  to  present  maiQ 
track  in  the  city  of  Ashland. 

Re  H.  E.  Noble  Lumber  Co.  P-740,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  363, 
April  15,  1918,  order  granting  right  to  cross  county  highway  at 
grade  near  Holiday  station  on  the  Spokane,  Portland  &  Seattle  Bail- 
way  with  a  logging  railroad. 

Re  California  Barrel  Co.  F-718,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  364, 
April  15,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  company  for  right  to 
cross  county  road  at  grade  with  a  logging  railroad,  in  Clatsop  county. 

Utah.— He  Utah  Idaho  C,  R.  Co.  Permit  No.  20,  April  2,  1918, 
order  granting  permission  to  railroad  company  to  construct,  operate, 
and  maintain  a  standard  gage  single  track  railroad  spur  over  and 
across  the  main  street  of  Smithfield  at  grade. 

b.  Protection  at, 

Illinois,— nimoiB  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Toledo,  St.  L.  ft  W.  R.  Co.  No. 
6967,  March  5,  1918,  interlocking  grade  crossing  device  ordered  con- 
structed at  Ramsey  within  eighteen  months. 

Windsor  Park  v.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  No.  7037,  March  5,  1918,  or- 
der directing  that  bell  attachments  to  the  wigwag  signals  now  in- 
stalled at  tracks  of  the  South  Chicago  Branch  of  the  Illinois  Cen- 
tral Railroad  shall  not  be  operated. 

Re  Peoria  &  P.  XJ.  R.  Co.  No.  7900,  April  1,  1918,  order  approv- 
ing agreement  in  relation  to  an  extension  or  enlargement  of  the 
Pekin  Interlocking  Plant. 

Indiana, — Ramsey  v.  Terre  Haute,  I.  &  E.  Traction  Co.  No.  2622, 
April  5,  1918,  traction  company  ordered  to  reduce  speed  of  all  trains 
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approaching  and  crossing  over  public  highway  at  Gale  stop  to  6  miles 
per  hour. 

Winston  v.  Union  Traction  Co.  No.  3360,  April  5,  1918,  order 
directing  Union  Traction  Company  to  bring  to  a  full  stop  all  east- 
bound  trains  as  they  come  out  of  subway  and  before  crossing  over 
highway  at  point  known  as  Sherman  Drive  crossing,  and  all  west- 
bound trains  to  approach  and  cross  Sherman  Drive  at  a  speed  not 
greater  than  10  miles  per  hour. 

Re  Louisville  &  N.  R.  Co.  No.  3762,  April  6,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing permission  to  use  wigwag  signals  carrying  the  words  "Danger^' 
and  "Railroad  Crossing,''  instead  of  the  type  of  signal  provided  by 
the  Act  of  March  6,  1911. 

Currens  v.  New  York,  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  No.  3450,  April  13,  1918, 
order  directing  railroad  company  to  install  and  operate  an  electric 
bell  or  gong  for  protection  of  traveling  public  at  highway  crossing 
in  Burroak. 

Nye  V.  Pennsylvania  Co.  No.  3016,  April  26,  1918,  order  direct- 
ing Pennsylvania  Company  to  install  an  automatic  gong  or  bell  at 
the  highway  crossing  of  the  main  north  and  south  highway  in  the 
town  of  Inwood  over  the  tracks  of  the  Pennsylvania  Compaay. 

Massachusetts, — ^Re  Swampscott,  P.  S.  C.  1901,  March  7,  1918, 
petition  for  the  prohibition  of  whistling  on  the  Boston  &  Maine 
Railroad  at  grade  crossings  of  Humphrey  street  and.  Beach  Bluff 
avenue  in  Swampscott,  dismissed,  owing  to  the  limited  view  afford- 
ed in  approaching  Humphrey  street  crossing,  and  the  operation  of 
street  cars  over  it ;  the  Commifision  sees  no  reason  to  annul  or  change 
the  order  of  the  Board  of  Railroad  Commissioners  in  reference  to 
Beach  Bluff  avenue. 

Re  Braintree,  P.  8.  C.  2062,  March  18,  1918,  order  granting  tem- 
porary release  from  the  requirements  of  chapter  246  of  the  General 
Acts  of  1917,  relative  to  the  installation  of  warning  signs  at  grade 
crossings  on  the  New  York,  New  Haven,  &  Hartford  Railroad  in 
Braintree. 

Re  Franklin,  P.  S.  C.  1959,  March  22,  1918,  order  directing  rail- 
road company  to  maintain  a  gateman  to  operate  the  gates  at  the 
crossing  of  its  main  line  and  Union  street  in  the  town  of  Franklin, 
during  the  twenty-four  hours  of  the  day,  said  company  to  install  and 
maintain  an  electric  warning  bell  at  the  crossing  of  the  Providence 
branch  of  its  railroad  with  Washington  street,  known  as  Clark's 
crossing  in  said  town. 

Michigan,— Be  Carrollton  Twp.  C-7077-42,  April  3,  1918,  order 
directing  railroad  company  to  cause  Shattuck  street  crossing  to  be 
protected  by  a  flagman  between  the  hours  of  7  a.  m.  and  7  p.  m. 

Re  Capac,  C~7077,  April  11,  1918,  order  directing  the  Grand 
Trunk  Western  Railway  Company  to  cause  a  watehman  to  be  sta- 
tioned at  the  Main  street  crossing  of  tracks  in  the  village  of  Capac 
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during  twenty-four  hours  of  the  day,  instead  of  the  hours  of  7  a. 
M.  and  7  P.  ic. 

Be  Kennedy,  C-7077^9,  April  16,  1918,  order  directing  Michi- 
gan Central  Bailroad  Company  to  cause  safety  gates  installed  at 
Harmonia  Hoad  crossing  of  tracks  between  Battle  Creek- and  Camp 
Custer  to  be  operated  during  twenty-four  hours  of  the  dajr. 

He  Konnodv,  C-7077-39,  April  16,  1918,  order  directing  Mich- 
igan Kailroad  Company  to  cause  all  cars  and  trains  to  be  brought 
to  a  stop  before  going  upon  the  crossing  of  tracks  with  Harmonia 
Koad  between  Battle  Creek  and  Camp  Custer. 

New  Hampshire. — Owen  v.  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  I>-345,  April  10, 
1918,  petition  for  discontinuance  of  whistling  by  locomotives  at  cer- 
tain crossings  in  Laconia,  dismissed,  it  appearing  that  the  New 
Hampshire  Commission  is  unwilling  to  make  any  order  which  will 
render  crossings  less  safe. 

New  Jersey, — Gloucester  County  v.  Atlantic  City  R.  Co.  April 
8,  1918,  order  directing  railroad  company  to  make  such  arrange- 
ments that  cars  placed  for  loading  and  unloading  will  afford  the 
least  possible  obstruction  to  the  view  of  the  crossing  of  its  tracks 
by  the  highway  known  as  County  Road,  in  the  township  of  Glassboro, 
the  speed  of  all  trains  to  be  limited  while  passing  over  such  cross- 
ing to  a  speed  not  in  excess  of  6  miles  per  hour;  two  caution  signs 
to  be  placed  and  maintained  along  the  highway  250  feet  from  said 
crossing,  on  each  side  thereof. 

Re  West  Jersey  &  S.  R.  Co.  April  16,  1918,  order  modifying  cer- 
tificate of  April  21,  1914,  by  eliminating  therefrom  conditions  1 
and  2,  providing  for  movements  of  trains  over  specified  crossings, 
it  appearing  that  usage  of  this  crossing  is  of  extreme  importance 
to  the  proper  development  of  shipbuilding  industry  so  that  any 
movement  required  by  the  necessities  of  shipbuilding  plants  may 
be  made  at  any  time  during  the  24-hour  period. 

Oregon,— Tie  County  Ct.  F-710,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  356, 
March  25,  1918,  order  authorizing  crossing  of  tracks  of  the  United 
Railways  Company  with  Main  street  in  the  town  of  North  Plains, 
be  designated  as  a  "stop"  crossing,  said  railway  company  to  install 
and  maintain  a  circular  sign  bearing  the  word  "stop." 

Tillamook  Coimty  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  F-692,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order 
No.  357,  March  29,  1918,  order  directing  certain  grade  crossing  of 
Southern  Pacific  Company  across  county  road  near  station  of  Juno 
to  be  a  "stop"  crossing,  and  railway  company  authorized  to  install 
a  sign  bearing  the  word  "stop." 

Wisconsin, — Lomira  v.  Minneapolis,  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co. 
R-2281,  April  15,  1918,  order  directing  railroad  company  to  install 
and  maintain  at  its  Main  street  crossing  in  the  village  of  Lomira,  an 
automatic  movable  crossing  signal  with  audible  and  visible  features 
adapted  for  both  night  and  day  indication. 
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Addison  v.  Minneapolis  St.  P.  &  S.  Ste.  M.  R.  Co.  E-2307,  April 
15,  1918,  order  directing  railroad  company  to  install  and  maintain 
at  tlie  highway  crossing  about  165  feet  north  of  Allenton  station 
an  automatic  movable  crossing  signal  with  audible  and  visible  fea- 
tures adapted  for  both  night  and  day  indication. 

c.   Elimination  of  grade  crossings* 

Pennsylvania, — Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  Municipal  Contract  Dock- 
et No.  305-1915,  April  8,  1918,  petition  of  New  York  Central  Rail- 
road Company  to  postpone  the  elimination  of  grade  crossings  pro- 
vided in  the  municipal  ordinance  M.  C.  305-1915,  until  after  the 
war. 

Re  Delaware,  L.  &  W.  R.  Co.  Application  Docket  No.  1769-1918, 
April  16,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  issuance  of  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  evidencing  the  Commission's  approval  of  the  ab- 
olition of  specified  grade  crossing. 

d.   Overhead  crossings,  etc. 

California. — Alameda  County,  Decision  No.  5082,  Application 
Nos.  323-1,  3236,  Jan.  30,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  con- 
struct two  overhead  crossings  over  the  tracks  of  the  Southern  Pacific 
Company  in  the  town  of  Alameda,  the  expense  of  said  crossing  to 
be  borne  50  per  cent  by  the  town  of  Alameda,  and  50  per  cent  by 
the  Southern  Pacific  Company. 

Oregon. — Re  Oregon  State  Highway  Commission,  r-707,  P.  S. 
C.  Or.  Order  No.  353,  March  21,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  elim- 
ination of  a  crossing  at  grade  of  the  West  Side  Highway  with  the 
Newberg  Branch,  west  side  division  of  the  Southern  Pacific  Com- 
pany in  Washington  county,  and  the  construction,  in  lieu  thereof, 
of  an  undergrade  crossing. 

Re  Multnomah  County,  F-739,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  358,  March 
29,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  construct  an  overhead  cross- 
ing over  the  Oregon- Washington  Railroad  &  Navigation  Company's 
tracks  in  Multnomah  county. 

e.  Private  crossings. 

New  York,  First  District. — Re  Long  Island  R.  Co.  Case  No.  2271, 
April  16,  1918,  approval  of  an  agreement  between  Long  Island  Rail- 
road Company  and  the  Nichols  Copper  Company  for  the  establish- 
ment and  maintenance  of  a  private  grade  crossing  at  a  point  where 
River  avenue  intersects  the  tracks  of  the  Montauk  Division  of  the 
Long  Island  Railroad  Company. 
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Dams. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Anderson,  W.  P.-87,  April  3,  1918,  petition  to 
construct,  operate,  and  maintain  a  certain  dam,  and  to  divert  the 
water  of  Red  Cedar  River  for  hydraulic  purposes,  dismissed,  it  ap- 
pearing that  under  all  of  the  circumstances  the  Commission  feels 
that  an  application  meeting  all  the  requirements  of  statutes  has  not 
been  presented. 

Re  Long  Lake  Improv.  Asso.  W.  P.-69,  March  13,  1918,  order 
directing  the  Wisconsin-Minnesota  Light  &  Power  Company  and 
the  owner  of  the  dam  at  the  outlet  of  Long  Lake  to  maintain  the 
level  of  Long  Lake  during  the  summer  months,  between  the  maxi- 
mum level  of  7.2  feet  and  the  minimum  level  of  5  feet;  at  other 
periods  of  the  year  the  minimum  level  shall  not  be  less  than  the 
level  of  3.5  feet. 

Discrimination. 

California. — Navarro  Lumber  Co.  v.  Southern  P.  Co.  Decision 
No.  5175,  Case  No.  1080,  March  2,  1918,  order  dismissing  complaint 
to  require  defendants  to  eliminate  certain  alleged  discriminatory 
freight  rates  for  lumber  in  favor  of  mills  in  Humbolt  and  Mendocino 
counties. 

//Know.— LaSalle  County  v.  Chicago,  0.  &  P.  R.  Co.  No.  7476, 
Feb.  20,  1918,  order  directing  respondent  to  observe  provisions  of 
certain  agreement  entered  into  with  the  county  of  LaSalle  wherein, 
as  part  consideration  for  the  granting  of  an  easement  for  a  railroad 
right  of  way  over  land  owned  by  the  county,  respondent  became  ob- 
ligated to  furnish  free  transportation  to  tlie  warden,  assistant  ward- 
en, and  matron  of  the  county  asylum  and  to  the  Asylum  Com- 
mittee of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  said  county. 

Indiana.— "Re  Indiana  R.  &  Light  Co.  No.  3662,  March  8,  1918, 
order  directing  the  Indiana  Railways  &  Light  Company  to  cease  and 
desist  from  furnishing  heat  free  of  charge  to  city  of  Kokomo. 

Re  Noblesville  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  3653,  March  25,  1918, 
order  authorizing  electric  company  to  discontinue  free  service  for 
lighting  city  offices,  council  chamber,  fire  department,  and  bams 
of  the  city  of  Noblesville. 

Re  Noblesville  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  3654,  March  26,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  diBcontinuanoe  of  free  electric  service  fur« 
nished  to  the  jail  and  town  hall  in  the  town  of  Westfield. 

Re  Noblesville  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  3656,  March  26,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of  free  electric  service  for 
lighting  jail  and  town  hall  in  town  of  Arcadia. 

Re  Noblesville  Heat,  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  3656,  March  26,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of  free  electric  service  for 
lighting  jail  and  town  hall  of  the  town  of  Lapel. 
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Be  New  Albany  Waterworks,  No.  3404,  April  6,  1918,  order  di- 
recting water  company  to  cease  and  desist  from  furnishing  free 
water  service  to  charitable  and  religious  institutions  under  sched- 
ules Nos.  7  and  8. 

In  Freeland  Park  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Cadwallader  Teleph.  Co.  No. 
3468,  April  30,  1918,  the  Indiana  Commission  found  that  the  regu- 
lations and  practices  of  the  Cadwallader  Telephone  Company,  Bos- 
well  Telephone  Company,  Indiana  Union  Telephone  &  Telegraph 
Company,  and  Central  Union  Telephone  Company,  which  require 
ail  toll  messages  from  the  Freeland  Park  Telephone  Company,  des- 
tined for  Fowler  or  points  through  Fowler  and  beyond,  to  be  routed 
through  the  exchange  of  the  Boswell  Telephone  Company,  and  which 
require  the  payment  of  a  10-cent  toll  charge  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Boswell  Telephone  Company  on  such  messages,  were  unjust,  unrea- 
sonable, and  unjustly  discriminatory,  and  should  be  set  aside  and  de- 
clAred  void. 

Maine.— Ba  York  County  P.  Co.  U-277,  March  23,  1918,  order 
granting  permission  under  provisions  of  section  34  of  the  revised 
statutes,  as  amended  by  chapter  290  of  the  Public  Laws  of  1917, 
to  furnish  free  use  of  lights  for  the  Daughters  of  Ruth  of  the  Bidde- 
ford  Universalist  Church. 

Minnesota. — Bed  Lake  Eastern  Marshall  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  v. 
Eastern  Development  Teleph.  Co.  M-69,  Feb.  8,  1918,  order  requir- 
ing respondent  to  abolish  certain  discriminatory  rates  and  practices 
at  the  village  of  Goodridge. 

Rhode  Island. — Be  Narragansett  Pier  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co. 
No.  401,  Feb.  27,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  granting  of  special 
rate  for  supplying  current  to  the  United  States  Government  at  Fort 
Kearney  as  shown  in  Tariff  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  15. 

Utah.— Re  Salt  Lake  City,  Authority  W.  1,  March  16,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  furnishing  of  water  from  water  system  for 
war  gardens,  free  of  charge. 

Electricity, 

Connecticut. — Be  United  Illuminating  Co.  Docket  No.  2721, 
March  22,  1918,  approval  of  proposed  method  of  construction  of 
three  conductor  6,600  volt  cable,  in  the  city  of  Bridgeport. 

Be  Shore  Line  Electric  B.  Co.  Docket  No.  2713,  April  1,  1918, 
approval  of  construction  of  a  double  circuit  33,000-volt  transmission 
line  in  the  towns  of  Preston,  Ledyard,  and  Groton,  said  line  to  run 
over  a  location  from  petitioners'  Hallville  Power  Station  to  the 
plant  of  the  Groton  Iron  Works  at  Groton. 

Massachusetts. — Be  Turners  Falls  Power  &  E.  Co.  March  5,  1918, 
approval  of  regulations  or  restrictions  imposed  in  grant  of  locations 
for  line  for  the  transmission  of  electricity  over  certain  public  ways 
in  town  of  Westfield. 
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New  Hampshire. — ^Be  Contoooook  Electric  Light  Co.  D-465,  Or- 
der Xo.  743,  April  4,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  conBtruction  and 
maintenance  of  a  transmission  line  in  the  city  of  ConconL 

Fines  and  penalties. 

Oklahoma, — Lanyon  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  Cause  No.  3195,  Order 
Xo.  1371,  Jan.  10,  1918,  order  assessing  fine  of  $100  for  violation 
of  rule  Xo.  2  of  Commission's  Order  Xo.  4,  relative  to  the  failure  to 
open  ticket  window  at  station  before  scheduled  time,  and  Order  No. 
804,  relative  to  charging  passengers  an  excessive  regular  fare  where 
no  opportunity  was  given  to  purchase  tickets  before  train  time. 

Lurton  v,  Bristow  Gas  Co.  Cause  Xo.  3225,  Order  No.  1376,  Feb. 
16,  1918,  fine  of  $25  imposed  for  violation  of  Order  No.  1028,  re- 
lating to  the  furnishing  of  gas  to  domestic  consumers. 

Lawton  Ref.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  Cause  No.  3248, 
Order  Xo.  1393,  March  20,  1918,  penalty  of  $75  imposed  for  unau- 
thorized demurrage  charge. 

Intercorporate  relations. 

/(fafco.— Walters  v.  Shelley  Light  &  P.  Co.  Case  P-164,  Order 
No.  467,  March  8,  1918,  order  directing  defendant,  at  its  own  ex- 
pense, to  install  all  necessary  transformers,  wires,  poles,  and  insul- 
ators in  order  to  take  service  from  the  44,000-volt  line  of  the  Utah 
Power  &  Light  Company  at  the  present  terminus  of  said  line  at  the 
Shelley  Sugar  Factory,  near  the  village  of  Shelley. 

Illinois.— He  Kinloch  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7691,  Feb.  18,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  an  agreement  providing  for  the  joint  occupancy  of  a  cer- 
tain line  of  poles  to  be  erected  by  the  Southwestern  Bell  Telephone 
Company  along  the  north  side  of  Collinsville  avenue  from  Nectar 
avenue  to  Natalie  avenue  in  the  citv  of  East  St.  Louis. 

Re  Forgan,  Xo.  7708,  Feb.  18,  1918,  approval  of  an  agreement 
covering  joint  use  of  poles  in  the  counties  of  Knox  and  Warren. 

Re  Chicago  &  X.  W.  R.  Co.  Xo.  7706,  March  4,  1918,  approval 
of  contract  between  the  Chicago  &  Xorthwestem  Railway  Company 
and  Chicago  &  Illinois  Midland  Railway  Company,  relating  to  the 
joint  use  of  railroad  facilities  located  at  Senipro. 

Re  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Xo.  7763,  March  6,  1918, 
approval  of  certain  traffic  agreement  where  the  Cumberland  Tele- 
phone &  Telegraph  Company  agrees  to  connect  its  lines  and  toll 
lines  to  tclei)hone  system  and  the  ^lurphysboro  Telephone  Company 
at  Metropolis,  Harrisbiirg,  Mcljeansboro,  and  Eldorado  for  the  hand- 
ling of  toll  business. 

Re  Forgan,  Xo.  7773,  March  6,  1918,  approval  of  traffic  agree- 
ment entered  into  by  petitioners  wherein  they  agree  to  connect  their 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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ioll  lines  to  the  telephone  system  of  the  Woodland  Telephone  Com- 
pany at  Woodland  for  the  handling  of  toll  business. 

Re  Cumberland  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  7610,  March  19,  1918, 
approval  of  joint  pole  agreement  providing  for  attachments  to  177 
poles  of  the  Cumberland  Company  between  Mount  Vernon  and 
Hampton. 

Re  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  No.  7814,  March  19,  1918,  approval  of  an 
agreement  entered  into  with  the  Coal  Belt  Electric  Company  pro- 
viding for  the  joint  use  of  certain  railroad  tracks. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7859,  March  20,  1918,  approval  of 
contract  covering  construction  and  joint  use  of  station  building  at 
Coster. 

7n(/mna.— Lafayette  v.  Wabash  B.  Co.  No.  3733,  March  30,  1918, 
reciprocal  switching  arrangements  held  reasonably  necessary  on  in- 
trastate shipments  between  the  Wabash  Railway  Company  and  the 
Chicago,  Indianapolis,  &  Louisville  Railway  Company  to  and  from 
their  public  delivery  tracks  at  Lafayette. 

Michigan. — Voigt  Mill.  Co.  v.  Grand  Rapids  &  I.  R.  Co.  D-1191, 
April  23,  1918,  petition  for  a  physical  connection  with  tracks  of  de- 
fendants denied,  it  appearing  that  on  account  of  the  defendants  not 
owning  the  land  which  said  proposed  physical  connection  will  neces- 
sarily occupy,  the  Commission  is  not  justified  in  granting  prayer  of 
complainant. 

Voigt  Mill.  Co.  V.  Pere  Marquette  R.  Co.  D-1191,  April  23, 
1918,  order  directing  the  Pere  Marquette  Railway  Company  and  the 
Michigan  Railway  Company  to  cause  a  physical  connection  to  be 
made  and  thereafter  maintained  between  respective  tracks  in,  the 
vicinity  of  Chubb  street,  Earl  street,  and  Buttei-worth  avenue  in  the 
city  of  Grand  Rapids. 

New  Hampshire, — Re  Contoocook  Electric  Light  Co.  D-466,  Or- 
der No.  741,  April  4,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  lease  of  a  certain 
transmission  line  in  Concord  by  the  Contoocook  Electric  Light  Com- 
pany to  the  Concord  Electric  Company. 

New  Jersey. — ^Re  Delaware  &  A.  Teleg.  &  Teleph.  Co.  March  12, 
1918,  approval  of  an  agreement  between  the  Postal  Telegraph-Cable 
Company  of  New  Jersey  and  the  Delaware  &  Atlantic  Telegraph  & 
Telephone  Company  providing  for  the  joint  use  of  88  poles  located 
on  the  public  highway  in  Burlington  county. 

Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  March  26,  1918,  approval  of  an  agree- 
ment providing  for  the  joint  use  of  31  poles  located  in  the  borough 
of  Kcyport. 

Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  March  26,  1918,  approval  of  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Monmouth  Lighting  Company  providing  for  the 
joint  use  of  53  poles  located  along  the  Hillsdale  Road  and  on  private 
property  between  the  Matawan-Freehold  Turnpike  and  a  residence 

located  in  the  township  of  Marlboro. 
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Re  "Sew  York  Teleph.  Go.  March  26,  1918,  approval  of  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Jersey  Central  Traction  Company  proyiding  for  the 
joint  use  of  84  poles  located  in  the  boroughs  of  Malayan  and  Key- 
port. 

Re  Xew  York  Teleph.  Co.  March  26,  1918,  approval  of  an  agree- 
ment with  the  Monmouth  Lighting  Company  providing  for  the 
joint  use  of  143  poles  located  in  Monmouth  county. 

Wisconsin.— He  Brodhead  Teleph.  Co.  U-^07,  March  30,  1918, 
recommendation  that  petitioner  accept  connecting  toll  line  contract 
giving  it  25  per  cent  commission  on  all  originating  business,  all  re- 
pair and  maintenance  expense  to  be  borne  by  the  toll  line  company. 

Leases. 

California. — Re  Fowler,  Decision  No.  5220,  Application  No.  3576, 
March  22,  1918,  lease  of  portion  of  irrigation  system  in  excess  of 
that  needed  by  the  utility,  authorized. 

Re  Fowler,  Decision  No.  5221,  Application  No.  3577,  March  22, 
1918,  lease  of  portion  of  lateral  of  canal  and  irrigation  system,  not 
needed  by  utility,  authorized. 

Re  Fowler,  Decision  No.  5234,  Application  No.  3360,  March  26, 
1918,  order  autliorizing  lease  to  the  Prineeton-Codora-Glenn  Irriga- 
tion District  for  the  season  of  1918,  that  portion  of  canal  and  irri- 
gation system  known  as  the  River  Branch  canal. 

Indiana.— He  Earl  Park  Water  Co.  No.  2935,  2936,  April  26, 
1918,  approval  of  lease  of  waterworks  plant  and  system  to  the  town 
of  Earl  Park. 

Railroads. 

Connecticut — ^Re  Connecticut  Co.  Docket  No.  2715,  March  26, 
1918,  approval  of  proposed  method  of  construction  of  a  spur  track 
in  the  town  of  Cheshire. 

Illinois.— Re  Western  Electric  Co.  No.  7754,  March  18,  1918, 
petition  for  approval  of  certain  clearances  in  the  construction  of  a 
building  at  Hawthorne,  denied,  it  appearing  that  such  construction 
would  constitute  a  hazard  to  railroad  employees  greater  than  should 
reasonably  be  allowed. 

Louisiana. — Re  Louisiana  Western  R.  Co.  Order  No.  2197,  No. 
2690,  April  16,  1918,  petition  for  authority  to  remove  spur  track 
known  as  Mermentau  Warehouse  Company  track,  near  Mermentau, 
denied,  it  appearing  that  the  real  purpose  of  the  application  is  to 
require  Mermentau  Warehouse  Company  to  sign  a  contract  to  main- 
tain the  spur  and  to  assume  certain  risks ;  the  Commission  finds  that 
no  apparent  reason  exists  why  one  shipper  should  be  compelled  to 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the  spur  when  this  has  never  been  exacted 

in  the  past  of  anv  other  shipper. 
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Massachusetts.— 'Re  Union  Freight  R.  Co.  P.  S.  C.  2089,  April 
9,  1918,  approval  of  location  in  Atlantic  avenue  and  Northern  ave- 
nue in  the  city  of  Boston  of  extension  of  single  track  from  the  main 
line  track  of  the  Union  Freight  Bailroad. 

Michigan. — Be  General  Manager  of  Escanaha  &  L.  S.  K.  Co. 
8014-11,  March  26,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  discontinuance  of 
service  and  removal  of  tracks  and  spur  on  that  part  of  Northland 
Branch  lying  northwesterly  of  section  12,  township  44,  north  of 
range  27  west. 

Minnesota. — Be  Minneapolis  &  B.  Biver  B.  Co.  April  11,  1918, 
order  authorizing  petitioner  to  abandon  and  cease  to  operate  spur 
line  known  as  Pomroy  Branch  from  the  northern  terminus  to  Gib- 
son's Siding,  at  any  time  after  the  1st  day  of  July,  1918,  and  the 
remainder  from  Gibson's  Siding  to  the  station  of  Stanley  at  any 
time  after  the  Ist  day  of  July,  1919. 

Pennsylvania. — ^West  Branch  Coal  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  B.  Co. 
Complaint  Docket  No.  1651,  March  12,  1918,  order  directing  rail- 
road company  to  proceed  with  and  construct  the  switch  connection 
and  siding  in  order  to  enable  complainant  to  receive  or  ship  cars 
upon  a  private  switch  to  the  railroad. 


Rates. 


/.  In  general,  085, 
II.  Automobiles,  086, 

III.  Electricity,   086. 

IV.  Express,    OOO. 
V.   Gas,   900. 

VI.  Natural  gas,  OOl. 
VII »  Railroads: 

a.  Demurrage,  002, 
h.  Freight,  0O2. 

c.  Passenger,    1000, 

d.  Switching,   1001. 
VIII.  Steamboats,    1002. 

IX.  Steam  heating,  1002. 
X.  Street  railways,   1002, 
XI.   Telephones,    1003. 
XII.   Warehouses,    1008, 
XIII.  Water,  1008. 


I.  In  general. 


Arizona.— "Re  Southern  P.  Co.  Docket  Nos.  463-467,  Dec.  24, 
1917,  changes  in  schedules  of  baggage  rates,  authorized. 

Louisiana.— Liheriy  Oil  Co.  v.  Gulf  Bef.  Co.  No.  2676,  Order  No. 
2199,  April  16,  1918,  order  directing  that  7.5  cents  per  barrel  in- 
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eluding  loading  be  charged  for  transporting  crude  petroleam  to  pipe 
lines  of  the  Gulf  Refining  Company  of  Louisiana  from  the  esUb- 
lished  receiving  station  of  said  company  in  the  Caddo  Oil  field  near 
^looringsport  to  the  delivery  station  loading  rack  in  or  near  the 
town  of  Mooringsport. 

Utah. — Re  Filing  of  Tariflb  Pertaining  to  Gas,  Water,  Teleph.  4 
E.  Utilities,  Tariff  Circular  No.  3,  April  8,  1918,  order  directing 
all  public  utilities  owning  or  operating  any  electric  utility,  gas  util- 
ity, water  utility,  or  telephone  utility  to  print  and  file  with  Commis- 
sion of  Utah  schedules  of  all  rates,  rules,  and  regulations  affecting 
the  service  of  such  utility. 

a.  Automobiles, 

Arizona.— Re  Motor  Transit  Co.  Docket  Xo.  478,  Feb.  11,  1918, 
increase  in  automobile  rates  between  Bisbee  and  Douglas  to  $1.40, 
authorized. 

Re  Jones-Kittle  Stage  Co.  Docket  No.  491,  Feb.  28,  1918,  increase 
in  automobile  passenger  rates  between  Phoenix  and  Superior,  au- 
thorized. 

///.  Electricity. 

Colorado, — Re  Suburban  Light  &  P.  Co.  Decision  No.  143,  Inves- 
tigation and  Suspension  Docket  No.  12,  Nov.  16,  1917,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  electric  rates. 

Illinois.— Re  Stockton  Electric  Co.  No.  6924,  Jan.  29,  1918,  or- 
der vacating  suspension  of  advance  in  rktes  for  electric  service,  ex- 
cept street  lighting  service,  as  stated  in  revised  rate  schedule  I.  P. 
U.  C.  3. 

Re  Lena  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  6987,  Feb.  18,  1918,  sched- 
ule of  electric  rates  for  the  cities  of  Lena  and  Pearl  City,  designated 
as  I.  P.  U.  C.  4,  authorized. 

Re  Homer  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7384,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  schedule  of  electric  rates  at  Homer  and 
Sidney. 

Re  Monmouth  Pub.  Service  Co.  No.  7566,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  rate  schedule  I.  P.  JJ.  C.  2,  proposing  ad- 
vance of  rates  for  direct  current  power  service  in  the  city  of  Mon- 
mouth. 

Re  Perry  Light  &  P.  Co.  Xo.  7613,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order  perma- 
nently suspending  proposed  advance  in  rates  for  electric  service  in 
the  village  of  Perry,  as  stated  in  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  2. 

Re  Public  Service  Co.  No.  7615,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order  vacating 
suspension  of  proposed  rates  for  electric  service  in  the  city  of  Tou- 
lon, as  stated  in  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  the  rates  for  the  major- 
ity of  patrons  being  reduced, 
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Be  Saline  Electric  Co.  No.  7726,  Feb.  18,  1918,  approval  of  rates 
for  electric  lighting  service  in  Coulterville  as  stated  in  first  revised 
sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  IT.  C.  1. 

In  Re  Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  No.  7730,  Feb.  18,  1918,  Supplement 
5  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  relative  to  rates  for  electric  window 
and  sign  lighting  service  in  J:he  city  of  Alton,  was  approved,  the 
supplement  containing  a  provision  for  an  adjustment  of  bills  to  care 
for  altered  conditions  arising  on  account  of  Governmental  orders  in 
connection  with  fuel  conservation. 

Ee  East  St.  Louis  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7731,  Feb.  18,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  Supplement  No.  4  to  rate  schedule  I.  P,  U.  C.  1,  proposing 
rates  for  electric  window  and  sign  lighting  service  in  East  St.  Louis. 

Be  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7744,  Feb.  18,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  pro- 
posing rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  city  of  Coffeen. 

Ee  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7745,  February  18, 1918, 
minimum  monthly  bill  for  electric  lighting  service  increased  from 
75  cents  to  95  cents  per  month  net. 

Ee  Saline  Electric  Co.  No.  7598,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  vacating 
suspension  of  increase  in  rates  for  electric  service  in  Sparta,  as  stated 
in  second  revised  sheets  1  and  4,  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1. 

Ee  Cherry  Valley  Light  &  P.  Cq,  No.  7358,  March  5,  1918,  order 
vacating  suspension  of  rates  for  switching  service  in  the  village  of 
Cherry  Valley,  as  stated  in  rate  schedule  of  electric  company. 

Ee  Alton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  No.  7378,  March  5,  1918,  increase  in  rates 
for  electric  power  service  in  Alton,  authorized. 

Ee  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7778,  March  5,  1918, 
approval  of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  ad- 
vancing rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  the  village  of  Eaymond. 

Ee  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7779,  Mai-ch  5,  1918, 
approval  of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  ad- 
vancing rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  the  city  of  Troy. 

Be  Illinois  Northern  Utilities  Co.  No.  7781,  March  5,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  advanc- 
ing rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  the  villages  of  Amboy,  Lee 
Center,  Shaws,  and  Sublette. 

Ee  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7789,  March  h,  1918, 
approval  of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1, 
advancing  rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  the  village  of  Don- 
nellson. 

Ee  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7795,  March  5,  1918, 
approval  of  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1, 
advancing  rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in  the  village  of  Palmer. 

Ee  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  7849,  March  18,  1918,  order 
approving  rate  schedule  I.  P.  XJ.  C.  2,  reducing  rates  for  street  light- 
ing service  in  the  city  of  Brirafield. 
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Ee  Central  Illinois  Light  Co.  No.  7850,  March  18,  1918,  approval 
of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  2,  proposing  reduction  of  rates  for 
street  lighting  service  in  the  city  of  Cuba. 

Re  Rankin  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  7633,  April  1,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  proposed  advance  in  rates  fSr  electric  serv- 
ice in  Rankin  and  East  Lynn. 

Re  Southern  Illinois  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  7921,  April  1,  1918, 
approval  of  proposed  advance  of  rates  for  electric  lighting  service  in 
Irving  county,  as  stated  in  first  revised  sheet  1  to  rate  schedule  L 
P.  U.  C.  1. 

Re  Commonwealth  Edison  Co.  No.  7770,  April  1,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  Supplement  46  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U. 
C.  1,  proposing  to  revise  certain  contract  riders  known  as  No.  2  and 
No.  4,  which  set  forth  the  conditions  under  which  the  Common- 
wealth Edison  Company  will  refund  to  consumers  certain  advanced 
deposits  made  for  line  extensions  for  lighting  and  power  purposes, 
and  rider  No.  5  which  it  is  proposed  to  modify  in  order  that  the 
same  may  agree  with  existing  rate  "C  of  the  company's  schedule. 

Re  Valparaiso  Lighting  Co.  Nos.  1848-3312,  AprU  12,  1918, 
increase  in  electric  rates  for  the  city  of  Valparaiso,  ordered. 

Indiana. — Re  Rising  Sun  Water  &  Light  Co.  No.  3722,  April 
26,  1918,  order  authorizing  a  slight  increase  in  electric  rates. 

Re  Indiana  &  M.  Electric  Co.  No.  3759,  April  26,  1918,  petition 
for  increase  in  electric  rates  denied.  Order  modified  (May  3, 
1918). 

Re  Plymouth  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  No.  3793,  April  26,  1918, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  electric  rates  in  Culver. 

New  York,  Second  District — Re  Schenectady  Illuminating  Co. 
No.  El-41,  Jan.  2,  1918,  approval  of  amendment  to  general  schedule 
for  electricity,  establishing  rates  and  regulations  for  sign  lighting. 

Re  Westchester  Lighting  Co.  El-42,  Jan.  8,  1918,  approval  of 
revised  leaves  to  general  schedules  for  electricity,  for  purpose  of 
establishing  regulations  relative  to  the  Federal  Fuel  Administration 
Order  and  the  use  of  fuel  for  operating  illuminated  signs. 

Re  Corning  L.  &  P.  Corp.  El-43,  Jan.  16,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  general  schedule  for  electricity,  canceling  and  with- 
drawing service  classification  No.  4  applying  to  sign  and  window 
lighting. 

Re  Northern  Westchester  Light  Co.  El-44,  Jan.  21,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  amendment  to  general  schedule  for  electricity  establishing 
regulations  relative  to  Federal  Fuel  Administration  Orders. 

Re  Peekskill  Lighting  &  R.  Co.  El-45,  Jan.  21,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  general  schedule  for  electricity,  establishing  regula- 
tions relative  to  Federal  Fuel  Administration  Orders. 

Ol'lahoma. — Re  Public  Service  Co.  Cause  No.  3249,  Order  No. 
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1381,  Feb.  25,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  rates  for  electric 
current  at  Coalgate,  Lehigh,  and  Phillips. 

Re  Consumers  Light  &  P.  Co.  Cause  No.  3256,  Order  No.  1391, 
March  9,  1918,  temporary  advance  in  electric  rates  at  the  towns  of 
Durant,  Madill,  Caddo,  Bennington,  Bokchito,  Pirtle,  Blue,  Calera, 
Kenefick,  and  Achille,  authorized. 

Re  Mangum  Electric  Co.  Cause  No.  3277,  Order  No.  1397,  April 
16,  1918,  order  authorizing  electric  company  to  increase  its  electric 
rate  from  3  cents  to  6  cents  per  kilowatt  hour. 

Oregon,— Re  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  II-F-206,  P.  S.  C.  Or. 
Order  No.  366,  April  15,  1918,  petition  for  authority  to  increase 
rates  at  Bums,  denied,  it  appearing  that  such  advance  is  unreason- 
able and  should  not  be  considered  until  applicant  can  make  neces- 
sary provision  to  insure  patrons  adequate  service. 

Philippine  Islands. — Re  Manila  Electric  R.  &  Light  Co.  Case  No. 
945,  Jan.  17,  1918,  order  to  revise  its  rate  schedules  IV.,  V.,  VI., 
VII.,  and  VIII.  as  filed  on  December  10,  1917,  providing  rules  and 
rates  for  peak  hours  for  new  power  customers  to  insure  the  furnish- 
ing of  efficient  service  to  its  lighting  consumers  and  provide  for  the 
operation  of  its  street  cars. 

Utah. — Re  Green  River  City,  Case  No.  19,  March  11,  1918,  order 
allowing  an  increase  in  electric  lighting  rates  from  10  cents  to  12^ 
cents  per  kw.  hr. 

Re  Spring  City,  Case  No.  21,  March  26,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  change  the  regulation'fi  and  rates  for  electric  service 
in  Spring  City. 

Wisconsin.-r-Re  Sturgeon  Bay  Utility  Commission,  Dec.  24,  1917, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  electric  rates. 

Re  Wisconsin  Traction,  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  11-1237,  Feb.  28, 
1918,  order  authorizing  increased  rates  for  wholesale  power  and  sur- 
plus power  to  be  effective  on  and  after  March  1,  and  to  continue  to 
and  including  August  31,  1918. 

Re  Merrillan,  U-1262,  Feb.  28, 1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in 
rates  for  electric  service  in  the  village  of  Merrillan. 

Re  Mauston  Electric  Service  Co.  U-956,  Jordan  v.  Mauston  Elec- 
tric Service  Co.  U-1038,  March  12,  1918,  electric  rates  decreased 
on  complaint  of  consumer. 

Re  Bayfield  Light,  Power  &  Water  Commission,  TJ-1257,  March  25, 
1918,  increase  in  electric  rates  of  a  municipal  utility  authorized. 

Re  Elroy,  U-1248,  March  30,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  rates  for  electricity  in  the  city  of  Elroy. 

McGowan  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Janesville  Electric  Co.  U- 
1246,  Milton  Water,  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Janesville  Elec.  Co.  11-1255, 
March  30,  1918,  schedule  of  reduced  electric  rates  ordered. 

Wyoming. — Re  Douglas  Electric  Light  Co.  No.  70,  March  22, 
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1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  rates  for  electricity  in  the  citj 
of  Douglas. 

IV.  Express, 

New  York,  First  DistricL—Re  Westcott  Exp.  Co.  Case  No.  2284, 
April  10,  1918,  order  y&cating  suspension  order  of  March  13,  1918, 
relating  to  the  operation  of  the  schedule  of  the  Westcott  Express 
Company,  and  the  changes  specified  in  such  schedule  to  be  allowed 
to  take  effect  April  10,  1918. 

V.  Gas, 

California. — In  Coast  Counties  Gas  &  E.  Co.  Decision  No.  5257, 
Application  No.  3287,  April  1,  1918,  upon  a  showing  that  its  oper- 
ating expenses  had  greatly  increased,  a  revised  schedule  of  rates 
was  established  for  gas  in  the  cities  of  Santa  Cruz,  WatsonYille, 
HoUister,  and  Gilroy. 

Illinois.— Re  North  Shore  Gas  Co.  No.  7316,  Dec.  19,  1917,  or- 
der fixing  schedule  of  increased  gas  rates  as  a  measure  of  temporary 
relief  to  overcome  abnormal  war  conditions. 

Re  Citizens  Lighting  Co.  No.  7479,  Feb.  18,  1918,  order  per- 
manently suspending  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1,  proposing  advance  in 
rates  for  gas  service  in  the  cities  of  La  Salle  and  Peru. 

Be  Chicago  Heights  Gas  Co.  No.  7694,  Feb.  20,  1918,  increase 
in  gas  rates  authorized  on  account  of  high  cost  of  coal  and  oil. 

Re  Beaverville  Light  &  Utility  Co.  No.  7643,  March  19,  1918, 
order  vacating  suspension  of  increase  in  rates  for  acetylene  gas  serv- 
ice in  the  village  of  Beaverville,  as  stated  in  supplement  to  rate 
schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  1. 

Be  Canton  Gas  &  E.  Co.  No.  7178,  March  20,  1918,  temporary 
increase  in  rates  for  gas  service  in  the  city  of  Canton,  authorized. 

Re  Tiskilwa  Gas  &  E.  Works,  No.  7688,  March  20,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  supplement  to  rate  schedule  I.  P.  TJ.  C.  1, 
increasing  rates  for  general  gas  service  in  the  village  of  Tiskilwa, 
and  specified  schedule  of  rates  ordered  established. 

Re  Valparaiso  Light  Co.  Nos.  1848-3312,  April  12,  1918,  in- 
crease in  gas  rates  in  the  city  of  Valparaiso,  authorized. 

Indiana.— Re  Sandusky  Gas  Co.  No.  3738,  April  26,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  gas  rates. 

Maine.— Re  St.  Croix  Gaslight  Co.  U-264,  March  28,  1918,  in- 
crease in  gas  rates  authorized. 

Massachusetts.— Re  East  Boston  Gas  Co.  April  12,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  gas  rates  from  80  cents  to  95  cents  per 
1,000  cubic  feet. 

Be  Attleboro  Gaslight  Co.  Corp.  April  12,  1918,  order  author- 
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izing  increase  in  gas  rates  from  $1  to  $1.15  per  1,000  cubic  feet 
for  the  duration  of  war. 

Re  Lawrence  Gas  Co.  April  12,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  gas  rates  from  85  cents  to  95  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet  for  the 
duration  of  war. 

New  Jersey. — Re  Washington  Gas  Co.  April  1,  1918,  order  au- 
thorizing increase  in  gas  rates. 

New  York,  Second  District — Re  Northern  Westchester  Light  Co. 
G-18,  Jan.  21,  1918,  approval  of  amendment  to  general  schedule 
for  gas,  establishing  regulation  relative  to  Federal  Fuel  Adminis- 
tration Orders. 

Re  Peekskill  Lighting  &  R.  Co.  6-19,  Jan.  21,  1918,  approval 
of  amendment  to  general  schedule  for  gas,  establishing  regulations 
relative  to  Federal  Fuel  Administration  Orders. 

Re  Crystal  City  Gas  Co.  G--20,  Jan.  23,  1918,  approval  of  amend- 
ment of  general  schedule  for  gas,  revising  service  classification  No. 
4,  and  establishing  a  rate  of  45  cents  per  1,000  cubic  feet,  and  a 
minimum  charge  of  45  cents  per  month  with  a  discount  of  5  cents 
per  1,000  cubic  feet,  or  5  cents  per  month  if  minimum  charge  is 
assessed  on  all  bills  paid  on  or  before  the  10th  of  the  month  follow- 
ing month  in  which  gas  is  consumed. 

Re  Homer  &  C.  Gaslight  Co.  G-21,  Jan.  24,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  general  schedule  for  gas,  revising  service  classifica- 
tion No.  1. 

Re  Homer  &  C.  Gaslight  Co.  G-22,  Jan.  26,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  general  schedule  for  gafi,  eliminating  from  service 
classification  No.  2  therein,  the  monthly  service  charge  of  50  cents. 

Re  Iroquois  Natural  Gas  Co.  G-23,  Jan.  30,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  general  schedule  for  gas,  continuing  rates  and  regu- 
lations now  in  effect. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Wisconsin  Trust  Co.  Dec.  31,  1917,  order  auth- 
orizing Receiver  of  Menomonee  Gas  Company  to  increase  gas  rates 
in  Menomonee. 

Re  Oneida  Gas  Co.  U-1259,  Feb.  25,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  gas  rates  in  the  city  of  Rhinelander. 

Re  Wisconsin  Valley  Electric  Co.  U-1219,  Feb.  27,  1918,  sched- 
ule of  emergency  gas  rates  authorized. 

Re  Citizens  Gas  Co.  XJ-1289,  March  1,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  rates. 

Re  Cambria,  U-1260,  March  12,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  rates  from  $2  to  $3  per  1,000  cubic  feet  of  natural  gas. 

VI'  Natural  Gas, 

Calif omia. — Whittier  v.  Southern  Counties  Gas  Co.  Decision  No. 
4831,  Case  No.  1049,  Nov.  9,  1917,  order  establishing  new  schedule 
of  gas  rates,  present  rates  held  to  be  discriminatory. 
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Oklahoma, — ^Re  Bartlesville  Ghis  &  Oil  Co.  Cause  No.  2596. 
Order  No.  1392,  March  15,  1918,  order  authorizing  inorease  in  gas 
rates  in  the  city  of  Bartlesville. 

West  Virginia. — Re  West  Virginia  Traction  &  E.  Co.  Case  No. 
568,  Oct.  29,  1917,  order  granting  permission  to  change  rates  for 
natural  gas. 

Ee  Light,  Fuel  &  P.  Co.  Cases  Nos.  564,  555,  Dec.  1,  1917,  order 

authorizing  increase  in  rates  for  natural  gas. 

. 

VH»  Bailroads, 

a.  Denfurrage. 

Arizona. — Re  Uniform  Rules  for  Demurrage,  Docket  No.  74, 
Feb.  25,  1918,  establishment  of  uniform  rules  for  demurrage  and 
reciprocal  demurrage  for  all  standard  gage  railroads  doing  business 
in  Arizona. 

Missouri. — Re  Demurrage  Charges,  Case  No.  1432,  Jan.  7,  1918, 
order  assessing  demurrage  charges  of  the  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads. 

Oklahoma. — ^Re  Demurrage  Rates  for  Cars  engaged  in  Intrastate 
Traffic,  Cause  No.  2771,  Order  No.  1373,  Feb.  7,  1918,  order  estab- 
lishing demurrage  rates  for  cars  engaged  in  intrastate  traffic  in 
Oklahoma. 

Pennsylvania. — ^Re  Demurrage  Charges  on  Railroads,  General 
Order  No.  16,  Feb.  5,  1918,  order  directing  all  railroad  companies 
to  file  and  publish  on  one  da/s  notice  to  the  public  and  Pennsyl- 
vania Commission,  supplements  to  tariffs  providing  for  the 
demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and  charges. 

Wisconsin. — Central  Wisconsin  Supply  Co.  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R. 
Co.  R-2283,  April  8,  1918,  order  fixing  amount  of  accrued  de- 
murrage. 

5.  Freight, 

Arizona.— "Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  Docket  No.  493,  March 
5,  1918,  order  granting  authority  to  establish  rates  on  Feeder  sheep 
and  to  cancel  certain  rates  on  live  stock. 

California. — Pacific  Portland  Cement  Co.  v.  Tidewater  S.  R.  Co. 
Decision  No.  4800,  Case  No.  1129,  Oct.  29,  1917,  order  establishing 
joint  rates  and  directing  defendants  to  refund  difference  between 
rates  thus  established  and  those  collected  on  shipments  moving 
since  February  23,  1917. 

Webster  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  Decision  No.  4820,  Case 
No.  1133,  Nov.  7,  1917,  petition  that  carrier  be  compelled  to  accept 
through  rate  of  49  cents  per  100  pounds  from  Stockton  to  lis 
Angeles  to  Needles,  dismissed. 
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Illinois.— Re  New  York,  C.  &  St.  L.  E.  Co..  No.  6420,  Feb.  20, 
1918,  order  vacating  suspension  of  proposed  advance  in  minimum 
weight  on  grain  and  grain  products  as  stated  in  Supplement  No.  13 
to  Tariff  G.  F.  D,  No.  32-Mt 

Great  Northern  Bef.  Co.  v.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  E.  Co.  No.  7052, 
Feb.  20,  1918,  order  directing  railroad  company  to  establish  a  rate 
not  to  exceed  3  cents  per  100  pounds,  applicable  on  petroleum  and 
petroleum  products  moving  in  carload  or  tank  load  lots  from  Joliet 
to  Chicago. 

Ee  Wabash  E.  Co,  No.  7067,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  relieving  rail- 
way company  from  Section  40  of  the  Public  Utilities  Law  and 
authorizing  the  filing  with  Commission  of  a  schedule  stating  freight 
rates  applicable  on  classes  and  live  stock  between  Chicago  and  inter- 
mediate points. 

Ee  Qalesburg  &  K.  Electric  E.  Co.  No.  7171,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order 
vacating  suspension  of  the  proposed  advanced  rates  for  the  trans- 
portation of  all  commodities,  as  stated  in  local  freight  distance 
Tariff  No.  3-0. 

Ee  Chicago  &  E.  I.  B.  Co.  No.  7208,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  perma- 
nently suspending  proposed  advanced  rates  for  the  traiiqM>rt8tion 
of  railway  material  and  rail  fastenings,  as  stated  in  items  95-B  and 
lOO-B,  in  Supplement  No.  3  to  Freight  Tariff  No.  80,100. 

Ee  Joliet  &  E,  Traction  Co.  No.  7433,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  that  portion  of  Supplement  No.  1  to 
Tariff  I.  P.  IT.  C.  No.  2,  relative  to  advance  in  rates  for  the  trans- 
portation of  bread  in  baskets  or  packages. 

Ee  Wabash  E.  Co*  No.  7633,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  vacating  sus- 
pension of  proposed  advance  in  rates  on  coal,  as  stated  in  Supple- 
ment No.  41  to  Tariff  No.  14,140. 

Ee  Illinois  Terminal  E.  Co.  T-398,  March  5,  1918,  approval  of 
joint  Freight  Tariff  G.  E.  D.  No.  8003,  proposing  advance  in  rates 
for  the  transportation  of  coal. 

•  Ee  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  E.  Co.  T-399,  March  6,  1918,  approval 
of  Supplement  No.  3  to  Tariff  No.  8224-B,  increasing  class  rates 
as  stated  in  Supplement  No.  3  to  Tariff  No.  8224-B. 

Ee  Illinois  C.  E.  Co.  T-401,  March  5,  1918,  approval  of  Supple- 
ment No.  5  to  Tariff  No.  4653-A,  canceling  commodity  rates  on 
sugar  from  Mounds  to  stations  in  Illinois. 

Ee  Pennsylvania  E.  Co.  T-402,  March  19,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  3  to  Tariff  I.  P.  XJ.  C.  F-272,  proposing  cancela- 
tion of  rates  on  gravel  from  Bernice. 

Ke  Chicago,  E,  I.  &  P.  E.  Co.  T-403,  March  19,  1918,  approval 
of  Supplement  No.  44  to  Freight  Tariff  No.  9065,  proposing  can- 
celation of  rates  on  salt. 

Ee  Chicago  &  A.  E.  Co.  T-404,  March  19,  1918,  approval  of 
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Tariff  No.  665-D,  proposing  advance  in  rates  on  various  commodi- 
ties. 

Re  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  T-405,  March  19,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  10  to  Tariff  G.  F.  D.  No.  15725,  proposing  advance 
on  minimum  weight  products. 

Re  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  Ist  Supplemental  Order  7268, 
March  19,  1918,  order  approving  Supplement  No.  36  to  Freight 
Tariff  No.  27321-A,  proposing  advanced  rates  for  the  transportation 
of  brick. 

Re  Illinois  Traction  System,  T-406,  April  1,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  5  to  Freight  Tariff  No.  194-E,  covering  the  absorp- 
tion of  drayage  charges  at  Peoria. 

Re  Pittsburgh,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  T-408,  April  1,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  Supplement  2  to  Tariff  I.  P.  U.  C.  p.  309,  proposing 
advance  in  rates  on  binders'  board,  leather  board,  leather  heeling, 
and  pancake,  and  live  stock. 

Re  Baltimore  &  0.  C.  T.'R.  Co.  No.  5864,  April  1,  1918,  order 
vacating  suspension  of  proposed  advance  in  rates  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  crushed  stone  as  stated  in  Tariff  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  19. 

Re  Chicago  &  E.  I.  R.  Co.  No.  6188,  Supplemental  Orders  1  to 
6,  April  1,  1918,  order  permanently  suspending  specified  tariff, 
applying  on  shipments  of  live  stock. 

Re  Michigan  C.  R.  Co.  No.  7679,  April  1,  1918,  order  vacating 
suspension  of  proposed  advance  in  rates  on  iron  and  steel  articles, 
as  stated  in  Supplement  No.  49  to  Tariff  G.  F.  D.  No.  9251-C. 

Re  Chicago  &  A.  R.  Co.  No.  7658,  April  1,  1918,  order  vacating 
suspension  of  proposed  advance  in  charges  for  feeding  and  caring 
for  live  stock  at  Roadhouse  Stock  Yards,  as  stated  in  Supplement 
No.  4  to  Tariff  No.  28-C. 

Louisiana. — Re  Morgan's  L.  &  T.  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  No.  2745,  Order 
No.  2196,  March  20,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  adoption  of 
Western  Classification  No.  56  and  Supplement  No.  1  thereto,  for 
Louisiana  intrastate  traffic. 

Maine.— Re  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  380,  Murch  9,  1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  publish  and  file  Tariff  P.  U.  C.  No.  516, 
applying  on  round  hardwood  in  carloads,  from  Alton,  Medford,  and 
South  La  Grange,  to  West  Siding. 

Re  Bangor  &  A.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  384,  March  26,  1918,  order  author 
izing  the  publication  of  local  commodity  tariff  applying  on  hard- 
wood hearts  in  carloads,  from  Patten  to  West  Siding. 

Re  Maine  C.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  386,  March  26,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  publish  and  file  certain  tariffs  of  increased  rates  on 
less  than  statutory  notice. 

Re  Boston  &  M.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  385.1,  March  27,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing permission  to  publish  and  file  certain  increased  freight  rates  on 

less  than  statutory  notice. 
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Ke  Eastern  S.  S.  Lines,  U-279,  March  27,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  publish  and  file  necessary  tariffs  or  amendments  to 
existing  tariffs,  increasing  intrastate  rates  for  the  state  of  Maine  to 
the  extent  allowed  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Re  Grand  Trunk  R.  System,  R.  R.  394.1,  April  4,  1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  railway  company  to  publish  and  file  neces- 
sary tariffs  and  amendments  to  current  tariffs,  thereby  advancing 
intrastate  rates  in  the  state  of  Maine  to  the  extent  authorized  by 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Re  Canadian  P.  R.  Co.  R.  R.  395,  AprU  8,  1918,  order  granting 
permission  to  railway  company  to  publish  and  file  necessary  tariffs 
or  amendments  to  current  tariffs  thereby  advancing  intrastate  rates 
to  the  same  extent  as  allowed  in  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion's specified  orders. 

Re  Maine  Coast  Co.  U-280,  April  8,  1918,  order  granting  per- 
mission to  publish  and  file  necessary  amendments  to  tariffs  applica- 
ble to  the  state  of  Maine  and  increasing  rates  to  the  extent  as  allowed 
by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

Re  Maine  Coast  Co.  17-280,  1,  April  9,  1918,  order  granting  per- 
mission to  establish  class  rates  between  Portland,  Eastport,  and 
Lubec,  on  less  than  statutory  notice. 

Michigan. — Lansing  Chamber  of  Commerce  v.  Michigan  C.  R. 
Co.  I.  &  S.  Docket  No.  1173,  March  12,  1918,  order  dismissing  com- 
plaint alleging  that  the  charge  which  respondents  proposed  to  make 
effective  for  the  transportation  of  coke  from  Detroit  to  Lansing  was 
excessive  and  unreasonable,  dismissed. 

Central  Paper  Co.  v.  Ann  Arbor  R.  Co.  D-1236,  March  20,  1918, 
order  directing  respondent  to  publish,  file,  and  make  effective, 
amended  tariffs  relative  to  the  transportation  of  pulpwood  to 
Muskegon. 

Ross  &  Wentworth  v.  Michigan  C.  R^Co.  D-1057,  D-1077,  March 
22,  1918,  order  declaring  that  the  intrastate  rates  of  respondent  car- 
riers for  the  transportation  of  mill  wood,  and  slab  wood  now  in 
effect  are  not  excessive,  and  that  the  minimum  of  50,000  pounds 
per  car,  except  where  loaded  to  usable  capacity  where  the  actual 
weight  will  apply,  but  in  no  case  less  than  40,000  is  not  unreasonable 
when  applied  to  the.  loading  of  fuel  or  hard  body  wood,  but  in  the 
case  of  soft  slab  wood  and  mill  wood  should  be  reduced  to  40,000 
and  35,000  pounds  respectively.         ' 

Re  Michigan  carriers  for  Authority  to  Increase  Commodity  Rates, 
D-1248,  March  22,  1918,  order  authorizing  all  common  carriers 
operating  in  Michigan  to  increase  commodity  rates. 

Embury  Martin  Lumber  Co.  v.  Duluth,  S.  S.  &  A.  R,  Co.  D-1216, 
April  23,  1918,  order  directing  railroad  company  to  file  supplement 
to  Tariff  M.  R.  C.  1136,  reducing  rates  for  the  transportation  of 
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logs  from  4  cents  to  3  cents  per  100  pounds  from  points  on  its  lin^ 
not  exceeding  40  miles  from  Mackinaw  City. 

Mississippi.— Re  Gulf,  M.  &  N.  R.  No.  4483,  March  5,  1918, 
order  authorizing  the  cancelation  of  certain  specified  tarift  applying 
on  furniture  from  New  Albany  to  various  points  within  the  state. 

Be  Mobile  &  0.  R.  Co.  No.  4491,  April  2,  1918,  order  authorizing 
railroad  company  to  cancel  M.  &  0.  Tariff  5817,  proTiding  for 
transit  privileges  on  cottonseed  cake  and  hulls  at  Meridian. 

Missouri. — In  Re  Suspension  &  Investigation  of  Schedules  ft 
Tariffs,  Case  No.  1207,  July  7,  1917,  an  advance  of  the  minimum 
weight  on  lime  per  car  from  24,000  to  30,000  pounds  on  specific 
rates  for  local  and  joint  line  transportation  where  such  rates  were 
lower  than  maximums  theretofore  prescribed,  were  found  justified 
by  the  necessity  for  loading  of  cars  as  heavily  as  business  would 
permit,  and  where  the  record  shows  the  average  loading  to  be  far 
in  excess  of  the  proposed  minimum* 

He  St.  Louis  ft  S.  F.  B.  Co.  Case  No.  1156,  Sept.  25,  1917,  ^>pli- 
cation  to  increase  intrastate  rates  on  coal  from  a  field,  partly  within 
and  partly  without  the  state,  in  order  to  conform  with  interstate 
rates  increased  through  action  by  the  carriers  subsequent  to  a 
previous  order  equalizing  such  r^ktes  on  intrastate  and  interstate 
traffic^  denied,  and  previous  order  of  equalization  canceled. 

Re  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  Case  No.  1300,  Nov.  17,  1917,  rates  pre- 
scribed  as  applicable  upon  flour,  meal,  bran,  mill  stuff,  shorts,  mid- 
dlings, grain  screenings,  and  ground  feed,  held  applicable  upon  all 
grain  products,  grain  screenings,  ground  feeds,  and  mixed  feeds  con- 
taining grain  products  with  other  commodities  listed  as  taking  wheat 
rates,  wheat  flour  rates,  or  com  rates  in  Item  410-6  of  Agent  Boyd^s 
P.  S.  C.  Mo.  No.  43. 

»  Re  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  Case  No.  1260,  March  29,  1918,  order 
canceling  Missouri  Pac.  R.  R.  Co.,  P.  S.  C.  Mo.  Tariff  No.  591,  pro- 
riding  for  an  extension  of  the  mileage  schedule  of  class  rates  for 
distances  between  400  and  500  miles. 

Nebraska. — Re  Nebraska  Roads,  Application  No.  3501,  April  8, 
1918,  order  authorizing  the  cancelation  of  specific  items  relative 
to  the  application  of  cattle  rates  to  mixed  carloads  of  cattle  and 
cow  ponies,  same  to  be  effective  from  and  after  publication  and  filing 
with  the  Commission  of  a  lawful  tariff  therefor. 

New  Hampshire. — Re  Claremont  R.  ft  Light  Co.  Order  No.  735, 
D-438,  March  6,  1918,  order  authorising  filing  a  new  sdiedule  of 
freight  rates  providing  for  a  20  per  cent  increase  on  all  charges 
provided  for  in  schedule  now  in  effect. 

New  Jersey. — Bahrenburg  v.  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  March  26, 1918, 
proposed  schedule  of  increased  rates  on  ice  disapproved  but  increases 
representing  an  advance  of  5  per  cent  or  more,  authorized. 

New  York,  Second  District. — ^Re  Pennsylvania  R.  Co.  No.  6905, 
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Jan.  2,  1918,  approyal  of  Tariff  A,  A.  P.  S.  C.  No.  119,  governing 
diversions  in  transit  and  reconsignments  of  coal  and  coke,  carloads. 

Re  New  York  C.  B.  Co.  No.  6906,  Jan.  3,  1918,  approval  of  P.  S. 
C.  N.  Y.  C.  C.-39,  by  making  tariff  applicable  to  bituminous  coal. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6907,  Jan.  4,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  28  to  P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C;  No.  2648,  establishing 
regulations  providing  for  the  acceptance  of  shipments  of  high 
explosives. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6908,  Jan.  5, 1918,  approval  of  P.  S. 
C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3538,  establi^ing  rates  applying  on  carload  ship- 
ments of  cord  wood. 

Re  Erie  R.  Co.  No.  6909,  Jan.  7,  1918,  approval  of  Supplement 
No.  10  to  P.  S.  C.  No.  3677,  establishing  rates  on  petroleum  oils  and 
petroleum  products. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6910,  Jan.  8,  1918,  approval  of  P. 
S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3649,  establishing  rates  to  apply  on  shipments 
of  fluid  milk. 

Re  New  York  C,  R.  Co.  No.  6911,  Jan.  8,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  2  to  P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3513,  applying  on  iron 
and  steel  articles  for  the  purpose  of  adding  the  West  Shore  Railroad 
to  said  tariff  as  a  participating  carrier. 

Re  Deer  River  R.  Corp.  No.  6913,  Jan.  9,  1918,  approval  of  P. 
S,  C.  No.  4,  establishing  a  local  freight  tariff  of  commodity  rates 
applying  in  either  direction  between  Carthage  and  State  Road. 
•  Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6914,  Jan.  9,  1918,  approval  of  P. 
S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3550,  establishing  a  tariff  schedule  to  apply  on 
shipments  of  pulp  wood. 

Re  All  Carriers  by  Railroad,  No.  6915,  Jan.  10,  1918,  approval 
of  tariff  schedules  amending  demurrage  rules,  regulations,  and 
charges. 

Re  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  No.  6916,  Jan.  10,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  12  to  P.  S.  C.  No.  316>,  establishing  rates  to  apply 
on  wood  and  logs. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6918,  Jan.  — ,  1918,  approval  of 
supplement  canceling  schedules  of  rates  now  on  file  with  Commis- 
sion containing  rules  and  regulations  governing  diversion  and 
reconsignment  of  carload  freight. 

Re  Delaware  &  N.  R.  Co.  No.  6919,  Jan.  11,  1918,  order  approv- 
ing supplements  to  freight  tariff  relative  to  demurrage  charges. 

Re  West  Shore  R.  Co.  No.  6921,  Jan.  12,  1918,  approval  of  supple- 
ment No.  24  to  P.  S.  C.  W.  S.  No.  641,  reissuing  said  tariff  without 
change  except  to  establish  as  new  matter,  as  to  New  York  intrastate 
traffic,  all  items  shown  on  page  7  of  Supplement  No.  18. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6922,  Jan.  14,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3554,  establishing  a  schedule  of  rates  to  apply 
on  carload  shipments  of  pulp  wood. 
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Be  Electric  Railroad  Cos.  No.  6923,  Jan.  14,  1918,  approval  of 
tariff  schedules  of  demurrage  and  car  service  charges  and  regula- 
tions. 

Re  Buffalo,  R.  &  P.  R.  Co.  Xo.  6924,  Jan.  17,  1918,  order  amend- 
ing Freight  Tariff  P.  S.  C.  2  N.  Y^  No.  1077,  establishing  rates  on 
logs. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6926,  Jan.  19,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3561,  establishing  rates  to  apply  on  shipments 
of  pulp  wood. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6927,  Jan.  22,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3562,  establishing  schedule  of  rates  to  apply  on 
shipments  of  milk. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6928,  Jan.  22,  1918,  approval  of  P. 
S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3565,  establishing  a  schedule  of  rates  to  apply 
on  carload  shipments  of  cordwood. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6929,  Jan.  22,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C..  No.  3566,  establishing  a  schedule  of  rates  to  apply 
on  cordwood. 

Re  Greenwich  &  J.  R.  Co.  No.  6930,  Jan.  22,  1918,  approval 
of  P.  S.  C.  No.  428,  canceling  schedule  applying  on  fluid  milk,  in 
Tariff  P.  S.  C.  2  X.  Y.  Xo.  424,  and  establishing  without  change 
the  lates  and  regulations  formerly  contained  in  Tariff  P.  S.  C.  2 
N.  Y.  411. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6932,  Jan.  25,  1918,  approval  of 
Supplement  No.  42  to  P.  S.  C,  N.  Y.  C.  No.  2483,  and  Supplement 
No.  14  to  P.  S.  C.  Xo.  46,  being  amendment  to  schedules  contain- 
ing lighterage  and  terminal  regulations  in  New  York  Harbor. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  No.  6934,  Jan.  26,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3567,  establishing  a  schedule  to  apply  on 
carload  shipments  of  cordwood. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  Xo.  6935,  Jan.  26,  1918,  approval  of  P. 
S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  3571,  istablishing  a  schedule  of  rates  to  apply 
on  carload  shipments  of  cordwood. 

Re  Delaware  &  H.  Co.  No.  6936,  Jan.  26,  1918,  approval  of 
Sui>plement  No.  20  to  P.  S.  C.  Xo.  3301,  establishing  a  schedule  of 
rates  to  apply  on  shipments  of  iron  ore. 

Re  Xew  York  C.  R.  Co.  Xo.  6937,  Jan.  29,  1918,  approval  of  P.  S. 
C.  X.  Y.  C.  Xo.  3570,  establishing  a  schedule  of  rates  to  apply  on 
carload  shipments  of  fluid  milk. 

Re  New  York  C.  R.  Co.  Xo.  6938,  Jan.  29,  1918,  approval  of 
P.  S.  C.  N.  Y.  C.  No.  35G9,  establishing  schedule  of  rates  to  apply 
on  shipments  of  condensed  milk. 

Ohio. — Re  Special  Permission  No.  632,  April  4,  1918,  order  grant- 
ing special  permission  to  file  increased  rates  on  commodities  ef- 
fective on  less  than  statutory  notice. 

Oregon.— He  Southern  P.  Co.  F-708,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No.  345, 

P.U.R.1938C. 


APPENDIX,  999 

March  6,  1918,  order  granting  relief  to  railroad  company  from  the 
requirements  of  section  6890  of  Lord's  Oregon  Laws  as  amended  by 
chapter  165  of  the  Laws  of  Oregon  for  1917,  relative  to  the  posting 
of  changes  in  rate  schedules. 

Rhode  Island.— Re  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  No.  403,  March 
21,  1918,  order  approving  supplement  to  various  commodity  tariffs 
for  the  purpose  of  advancing  commodity  rates  on  cement,  lumber, 
and  forest  products,  one  cent  per  100  pounds  for  the  purpose  of 
advancing  commodity  rate,  15  per  cent  in  all  other  cases,  except 
those  applicable  on  bituminous  coal,  coke,  iron  ore,  and  ice. 

Re  New  York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  No.  404,  April  25,  1918,  order 
approving  Freight  Tariff  R.  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  398,  for  the  purpose 
of  revising  the  rules  governing  diversion  and  reconsignment  of  ship- 
ment. 

iiouth  Dakota. — Re  Railway  Cos.  Transacting  Business  in  South 
Dakota,  Docket  No.  542,  March  28,  1918,  order  relieving  railway 
companies  from  applying  on  intrastate  shipments  of  stock  cattle 
or  stock  sheep  taking  75  per  cent  of  the  fat  cattle  or  single  line 
distance  tariff  rate,  the  provision  of  80  per  cent  joint  freight  rate 
order. 

T^.ra5.— Re  Rio  Grande  &  E.  P.  R.  Co.  Circular  No.  5234,  March 
7,  1918,  order  amending  Commodity  Tariff  No.  4-B,  by  adding  to 
section  2  thereof  as  established  by  circular  No.  5101,  exception  No. 
4,  rates  to  apply  on  small  sized  coal,  crushed  bond,  bone,  nut,  duff, 
washed  duff,  and  slack,  from  Nimera,  Darwin,  Dolores  and  Dull 
Washer  to  Laredo. 

Re  San  Antonio  &  A.  P.  R.  Co.  Application  No.  461,  Authority 
No.  333,  March  13,  1918,  order  establishing  rates  to  apply  on  freight 
originating  at  San  Antonio  and  destined  to  Bergs,  or  originating 
at  Bergs  and  destined  to  San  Antonio,  on  account  of  the  United 
States  Aviation  Camp  at  Brooks  Field. 

Circular  No.  5236,  amending:  Commoditv  Tariff  No.  8-A,  March 
12,  1918,  order  amending  Commodity  Tariff  No.  8-A  by  inserting 
the  words  "for  slaughter'^  after  the  word  "hogs"  in  Table  No.  2, 
§  1  of  said  Tariff. 

Circular  No.  5237,  March  14,  1918,  order  amending  Commodity 
Tariff  No.  34  applying  on  lumber  and  articles  taking  lumber  rates 
in  carloads,  from  points  on  the  East  Texas  &  Gulf  Railway  to  Beau- 
mont, Orange,  Sabine,  Sabine  Pass,  and  Port  Arthur. 

Re  Circular  No.  5238,  March  14,  1918,  order  establishing  rates 
to  apply  on  all  shipments  of  freight  between  Texas  points  and  Kellv 
Field. 

Re  San  Antonio,  TJ.  &  G.  R.  Co.  Circular  No..  5239,  March  15, 

1918,  order  amending  Commodity  Tariff  No.  38-A,  by  re-establisb- 

ing  item  6  thereof,  applying  on  ice  in  carldads,  minimum  weight 
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10,000  pounds  per  car,  for  the  pTirpose  of  icing  or  re-icing  refrig- 
erator cars. 

Re  Jeflferson  &  N.  W.  B.  Co.  Circular  No.  5241,  March  25,  1918, 
order  amending  Commodity  Tariflf  No.  34,  by  adding  item  in  refer- 
ence to  hewn  or  sawed  pine  cross  ties,  all  kinds,  in  carloads,  between 
points  on  the  Jefferson  &  Northwestern  Railway. 

Re  Circular  No.  6242,  March  29,  1918,  order  amending  Com- 
modity Tariff  No.  34,  relating  to  rates  on  lumber  and  articles  sub- 
ject to  lumber  rates. 

Re  Circular  No.  5244,  April  15,  1918,  order  directing  specified 
railroad  company  to  observe  and  apply  specified  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  by  and  embodied  in  Texas  Lines  Tariff  No.  ^-C,  issued 
by  A.  C.  Fonda,  agent,  under  date  of  March  23,  1918. 

Re  Mileage  Table  No.  6,  April  15,  1918,  approval  of  Supplements 
Nos.  2,  5,  7,  8  and  9  to  mileage  table  No.  6,  containing  tables  of 
mileage  between  specified   railroad  stations  in  Texas. 

Re  Dayton-Goose  Creek  R.  Co.  Circular  No.  5245,  April  23,  1918, 
order  granting  authority  for  the  adoption  of  specified  regulations  to 
govern  in  the  transportation  of  classes  and  commodities,  in  carloads 
and  less  as  specified,  locally  and  jointly  between  points  on  the  Dayton- 
Goose  Creek  Railway  Company. 

Virginia. — ^Re  Virginia-Carolina  B.  Co.  Case  No.  611,  April  18, 
1918,  order  authorizing  railroad  company  to  increase  class  rates,  cer- 
tain commodity  rates,  and  baggage  car  rates. 

West  Virginia, — Re  Winifrede  R.  Co.  Case  No.  606,  Nov.  16, 

1917,  order  authorizing  increased  rates  in  coal  in  carload  lots  from 
Winifrede  mines  to  Winifrede  Junction,  as  a  temporary  relief  against 
the  abnormal  conditions  due  to  the  war. 

Wisconsin.— Re  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  R-2331,  March  30, 

1918,  order  granting  permission  to  file  tariff  putting  in  force  a  rate 
of  1  cent  per  100  pounds  in  carloads,  minimum  60,000  pounds  for 
switching  rates  on  coal. 

c. 

Illinois.— Re  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P.  R.  Co.  No.  5681,  Feb.  20,  1918, 
order  vacating  that  portion  of  the  Commission  order  heretofore 
entered  by  the  Commission  involving  advanced  one-way  ticket  rates 
and  conductors  fares,  as  stated  in  Suburban  Passenger  Tariff  No.  3. 

Golden  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  No.  7465,  March  6,  1918, 
petition  for  the  creation  of  a  new  and  lower  passenger  rate  to  not 
more  than  1  cent  per  mile  for  soldiers  and  sailors,  dismissed,  it  ap- 
pearing that  the  power  to  prescribe  a  passenger  classification  which 
would  provide  for  a  reduced  fare  for  sailors  and  soldiers  does  not 
lie  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission. 

Re  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R,  Co.  T-407,  April  1,  1918,  approval 
P.U.R.ioiSC. 
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of  Supplement  No.  2  to  circular  B-8456,  approving  proposed  advance 
in  passenger  fares. 

Maine.— Re  Maine  C.  E.  Co.  R.  R.  383.1,  March  25,  1918,  order 
panting  permission  to  file  an  amendment  to'  Tariff  M.  P.  IT.  C.  No. 
P-511,  so  as  to  show  the  fare  from  Bath  to  Freeport  as  60  cents. 

New  Yorkj  Second  District. — Re  Orange  County  Traction  Co.  No. 
6912,  Jan.  8, 1918,  approval  of  P.  S.  C.  No.  16,  establishing  a  passen- 
ger fare  of  10  cents  per  capita  to  apply  in  either  direction  between 
points  on  the  Orange  County  Traction  Company^s  Newburg  City  and 
•  lialmville  divisions  and  New  Windsor,  N.  Y. 

Virginia.— He  Interstate  R.  Co.  Case  No.  709,  April  18,  1918, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  passenger  rates. 

d,  SvHtching. 

Illinois. — Re  Ilinois  Traction  System,  Nos.  7203,  7206,  Jan.  29, 
1918,  order  vacating  suspension  of  proposed  advanced  rates  as  stated 
in  Supplement  No.  1  to  Freight  Tariff  No.  194-E,  I.  P.  U.  C.  No. 
119,  and  Supplement  No.  C  to  Freight  Tariff  No.  156-1, 1.  P.  U.  C. 
No.  120. 

Re  Waukegan  &  M.  Valley  R.  Co.  T-400,  March  5,  1918,  approval 
of  local  and  proportional  Freight  Tariff  No.  3,  increasing  switching 
rates. 

Re  Chicago,  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  No.  7679,  March  11,  1918,  order 
vacating  that  portion  of  suspension  of  the  proposed  advances  in 
rates  for  switching  service  involved  in  item  15-A  of  Supplement  No. 
7  to  Tariff  G.  F.  0.  No.  1921~E,  insofar  as  such  suspension  involves 
the  use  of  freight  house  facilities. 

Re  Lowrey,  No.  7680,  March  11,  1918,  order  vacating  that  portion 
of  the  suspension  of  the  proposed  advance  in  rates  for  switching 
service  involved  in  items  185-A  and  187-A  of  Supplement  No.  7 
to  Tariff  No.  20-J,  insofar  as  such  suspension  involves  the  use  of 
freight  house  facilities. 

Mississippi. — Re  Mississippi  C.  R.  Co.  No.  4492,  April  2,  1918, 
order  authorizing  railroad  company  to  apply  switching  rates  as  pub- 
lished in  Supplement  12,  to  M.  C.  Tariff  No.  60-D,  on  all  non- 
competitive shipments  for  Camp  Shelby,  that  moved  prior  to  ef- 
fective date  of  tariff. 

Nebraska, — Re  Union  P.  R.  Co.  Application  No.  3469,  April  5, 
1918,  order  authorizing  amendment  to  U.  P.  G.  F.  0.  No.  1130,  in 
the  matter  of  the  absorption  of  switching  charges. 

Wisconsin. — Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P. 

R.  Co.  R-2238,  Feb.  19,  1918,  order  requiring  respondent  carriers 

to  discontinue  a  charge  based  on  distance  tariff  rates  for  switching 

between  their  team  and  interchange  tracks  at  Sparta  in  connection 

with  line  haul  transportation^  and  to  substitute  a  switching  charge 

of  $2  per  car  therefor. 
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Till.  Steamboats, 

California. — Be  California  Nav.  &  Improv.  Co.  Decision  No. 
4969,  Application  No.  2930,  Dec.  17,  1917,  permission  granted  to 
increase  ratfes  by  approximately  15  per  cent,  provided  that  no  rates 
to  any  points  be  increased  beyond  the  rail  rate  between  San  Fiancisco 
and  common  rail  points  to  Stockton  and  common  rail  points. 

Louisiana.— IRe  Carter  Packet  Co.  No.  2760,  Order  No.  2202, 
April  18,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  advance  steamboat 
rates  35  per  cent  between  points  in  Louisiana. 

Re  Lake  Charles  &  C.  Transp.  Co.  No.  2759,  Order  No.  2203, 
April  18,  1918,  approval  of  advances  in  rates  from  Lake  Charles 
and  intermediate  landings  to  points  on  the  Calcasieu  river  in  Louisi- 
ana. 

In  the  following  cases  authority  was  granted  to  advance  rates  on 
potatoes  and  onions  from  specified  landings  to  New  Orleans:  Re 
Barker  Barge  Line,  No.  2761,  Order  No.  2204,  April  18,  1918,  Re 
Morgan's  L.  &  Texas  R.  &  S.  S.  Co.  No.  2762,  Order  No.  2205, 
April  18,  1918,  and  Re  Bradford  Transp.  Co.  No.  2763,  Order  No. 
2206,  April  18,  1918. 

Philippine  Islands. — Re  Hijos  de  I.  de  la  Rama,  Case  No.  940, 
Dec.  29,  1917,  rates  established  for  Steamer  "H.  I.  R."  upon  trans- 
fer of  its  run  from  Iloilo-Nebros  to  the  Manila-Iloilo  run. 

Montalvan  v.  Smith,  B.  &  Co.  Case  No.  958,  Jan.  16, 1918,  charge 
of  10  per  cent  of  freight  for  discharging  cargoes  from  steamers  on 
the  wharf  at  the  port  of  Cagayan,  Misamis,  held  illegal,  but  charge 
of  7  per  cent  additional  on  freight  authorized  from  August  to  De- 
cember during  rainy  season  on  freight  discharged  by  means  of 
laborers. 

IX.  steam  heating. 

Indiana. — Re  Goshen  City  Electric  Light  &  Waterworks,  No. 
3646,  March  8,  1918,  contract  for  steam  heating  rates  applicable  in 
all  particulars  to  all  consumers  using  200  square  feet  or  more  of 
radiating  service,  authorized. 

Re  Indiana  &  M.  Electric  Co.  No.  3760,  April  26,  1918,  order 
authorizing  electric  company  to  add  a  surcharge  of  18  cents  per 
1,000  pounds  of  steam  to  all  bills  for  steam  furnished  by  said  com- 
pany to  the  St.  Joseph  Heating  Company,  after  April  30,  1918. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Sturgeon  Bay  Utility  Commissiony  Dee.  24,  1917, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  heating  rates. 

X.  street  ratlwa^fs. 

Illinois. — Re  Central  Illinois  Pub.  Service  Co.  No.  7614,  April  2, 
1918,  increase  in  street  railway  rates  from  5. to  6  cents  for  electric 
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railway  service  in  and  between  the  city  of  Anna  and  the  city  of 
Jonesboro  and  the  Anna  State  Hospital,  authorized;  increases  in 
freight  rates  also  authorized. 

Indiana.— 'Re  Ohio  Electric  B.  Co.  No.  3650,  March  30,  1918, 
petition  for  increase  in  street  railway  rates  from  2  to  2^  cents  per 
mile,  denied,  and  railway  company  ordered  to  provide  more  adequate 
facilities  between  the  town  of  New  Haven  and  the  city  of  Fort 
Wayne. 

Re  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  B.  Co.  No.  3657,  April  5,  1918,  order 
authorizing  railway  company  to  modify  and  revise  its  rates,  tolls, 
and  charges  for  transportation  of  passengers,  and  to  charge  a  uni- 
form rate  of  2  cents  per  mile  for  each  mile  actually  traveled. 

Re  Chicago,  L.  S.  &  S.  B.  B.  Co.  No.  3658,  April  5,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  rates  of  commutation  tickets  and  to  dis- 
continue sale  of  other  commutation  tickets. 

Be  Central  Electric  Traffic  Asso.  No.  3623,  April  13,  1918,  order 
authorizing  the  cancelation  of  Tariff  I.  R  C.  No.  27,  joint  Pas- 
senger Tariff  No.  17,  and  to  file  in  lieu  thereof  2,000  penny  coupon 
books  to  be  sold  at  and  for  the  price  of  $17.50. 

Massachusetts, — Be  Connecticut  Valley  Street  B.  Co.  P.  S.  C. 
2052,  April  16,  1918,  order  vacating  suspension  of  operation  of 
street  railway  rates  providing  for  withdrawal  of  special  workmen's 
tickets. 

New  Jersey. — Be  Northampton,  E.  &  W.  Traction  Co.  March  11, 
1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  street  railway  rates  from  5  to 
6  cents  in  each  fare  zone. 

New  York,  First  District. — ^Be  New  York  &  N.  S.  Traction  Co. 
Case  No.  2217,  March  13,  1918,  order  denying  increase  in  rate  of 
fare  to  be  charged  by  railroad  company  between  any  two  points  on 
its  line  in  the  city  of  New  York  under  §  49  of  the  Public  Service 
Commissions  Law. 

Be  Biehmond  Light  &  B.  Co.  Case  No.  2281,  April  8,  1918,  order 
directing  street  railway  company  to  establish  and  thereafter  main- 
tain through  routes  and  joint  rates  for  transportation  at  Biehmond 
terrace  and  Jewett  avenue.    Order  modified  (April  23,  1918). 

Pennsylvania, — General  Mine  Committee  v.  Shamokin  &  Mt.  C. 
Transit  Co.  Complaint  Docket  No.  1973,  April  16,  1918,  order 
directing  transit  company  to  furnish  its  passengers  certificates  to 
evidence  payment  of  fare  in  excess  of  rates  in  effect  prior  to  June 
4,  1917. 

Virginia. — Be  Charlottesville  &  A.  B.  Co.  Case  No.  691,  April 
18,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  street  railway  rates. 

XI.  Telephones^ 

IdaJio.—Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  Case  F-509,  Order  No.  496,  March 
6,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 
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Illinois.— Se  Caso  County  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  No.  6480,  Dec. 
18,  1917,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  at  Virginia. 

Re  Farmers  New  Era  Teleph.  Co.  No.  6829,  March  6,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rfrtes  in  village  of  Spring  GroTe^ 
as  stated  in  schedule  I.  P.  F.  G.  No.  1. 

Be  Macon  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7385,  March  6,  1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates  at  Macon. 

Re  Woodland  Teleph.  Co.  Nos.  7581,  7595,  Consolidated,  March 
6,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  the  Woodland  Telephone 
Company  to  increase  switching  rate  from  20  to  50  cents  per  month 
for  each  and  every  telephone  using  switching  service. 

Aikins  v.  Bock  Biver  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7608,  March  19,  1918,  rate 
of  5  c^its  per  local  call  establishes  a  reasonable  mutual  switching 
charge  up(»i  physical  connection  of  the  wires  of  the  telephone  com- 
panies in  the  village  of  Forreston. 

Be  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7718,  March  19,  1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates  from  $10  to  $12  per  year  per  tele- 
phone at  Kempton. 

Be  Automatic  Home  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7835,  March  19,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  17.  C.  2,  for  private  branch  exchange 
service  in  the  city  of  Pontiac. 

Be  Eldorado  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7469,  March  20,  1918,  order  ap- 
proving schedule  of  rates  for  telephone  service  as  stated  in  I.  P. 
U.  C.  1. 

Be  Odin  Teleph.  Bxch.  Co.  No.  7018,  April  1,  1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates  in  Odin  and  Sandoval  and  vicinity. 

Be  Stephenson  County  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7460,  April  1,  1918,  order 
permanently  suspending  rates  for  telephone  service  in  the  city  of 
Freeport  and  in  the  village  of  Orangeville  as  stated  in  schedule  I.  P. 
TJ.  C.  2,  and  approving  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  3. 

Be  Mendon  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7522,  April  1,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  telephone  rates  and  switching  charges  in  Mendon  and 
vicinity. 

Be  Crossville  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7937,  April  1,  1918,  approval  of 
proposed  rates  for  telephone  service  at  Crossville. 

Indiana. — Spiceland  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Bushville  Co-op. 
Teleph.  Co.  No.  2888,  Jan.  19,  1918,  toll  rates  for  interchange  of 
service  and  division  of  interline  revenue,  fixed. 

Be  Spiceland  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3583,  March  1,  1918,  order 
fixing  a  schedule  of  increased  rates  for  telephone  service  in  Spiceland 
and  Mays. 

Be  Hicksville  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3612,  March  25,  1918,  order  author- 
izing  increase  in  telephone  rates  from  $1  to  $1.35  per  month  per 
telephone,  with  discount  of  10  cents  per  month  per  telephone. 

Be  Mt.  Comfort  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3673,  March  25,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  in  Hancock  county. 
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Ee  Butler  Telepb.  Co.  No.  3661,  April  6,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  rates,  tolls,  and  charges  of  telephone  company  at  Butler. 

Be  Inwood  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3457,  April  26,  1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Union  City  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3761,  April  26, 1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates  for  the  purpose  of  removing  dis- 
crimination. 

Ee  Citizens  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3783,  April  27,  1918,  approval  of 
amendment  to  schedule  P.  S.  C.  I.  No.  1,  providing  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  penalty  for  failure  of  subscribers  to  make  prompt 
payment  of  monthly  bills,  and  for  the  approval  of  rates  covering    . 
extension  telephones. 

Louisiana. — Re  Prairie  Hayes  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2727,  Order  No. 
2190,  March  19,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates 
from  $1.25  to  $1.75  per  month  for  residence  telephones,  and  from 
$1.75  to  $2.50  per  month  for  business  telephones. 

Michigan.— Be  Brant  Home  Teleph.  Co.  T-141,  March  7,  1918, 
order  authorizing  increafie  in  telephone  rates. 

Be  Easton  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  T-163,  March  7,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Be  Sunfield  Co-op.  Teleph.  Co.  T-169,  March  7,  1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  increase  rates,  rentals,  and  charges  at  ex- 
change at  Sunfield. 

Ee  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  T-168,  March  28,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  rates  for  telephone  service. 

Be  Tuscola  Farmers  Teleph.  Co.  T-172,  March  28,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  rates,  rentals,  and  charges  for  telephone  serv* 
ice  at  MilUngton. 

He  Delton  Teleph.  Co.  T-175,  April  19,  1918,  order  authoriring 
increase  in  rates,  rentak,  and  charges  for  telephone  service  at  its 
Delton  Exchange. 

Ee  Prairieville  Teleph.  Co.  T-180,  April  19, 1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  rates,  rentals,  and  charges  for  telephone  service. 

Ee  Clinton  Teleph.  Co.  T-181,  April  26,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  telephone  rates  for  farm  service  in  St.  Johns  and  Eureka 
Exchanges. 

Minnesota. — Be  New  London  Cent.  Teleph.  Co.  March  28.  1918,, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  local  exchange  rates  at  New  London. 

Ee  Blue  Earth  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  March  30,  1918,  petition  for 
increase  in  telephone  rates  denied,  and  teleph<me  onnpany  ordered 
to  discontinue  its  two-party  business  service  and  two-party  residence 
service,  or  file  with  Commission  a  revised  schedule  of  rates,  estab- 
lishing a  rate  for  two-party  business  service  and  two-party  residence* 
service,  substantially  less  than  the  present  rate,  charged  for  one- 
party  business  and  one-party  residence  service. 
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Re  Hutchinson  Teleph.  Co.  April  5,  1918,  order  authorizing  in- 
crease in  local  exchange  rates  at  Hutchinson. 

Re  Yergas  Teleph.  Co.  April  5,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  local  and  rural  telephone  rates  at  Vergas. 

Re  Hendrum  Teleph.  Co.  April  11,  1918,  order  authorizing  in- 
crease in  local  exchange  rates  at  Hendrum. 

Re  Wastedo  Teleph.  Co.  April  12,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  telephone  rates  at  Wastedo. 

Re  Ivanhoe  Teleph.  Co.  April  13,  1918,  petition  for  authority  to 
increase  local  exchange  rates  at  Ivanhoe,  denied,  it  appearing  that 
under  the  present  rates  the  revenues  of  the  company  are  sufficient 
to  provide  for  the  operating  expenses,  maintenance,  depreciation,  and 
a  fair  return  on  the  claimed  value  of  the  plant. 

Re  Albany  Teleph.  Co.  April  13,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  local  exchange  rates  at  Albany. 

Missouri. — Citizens  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Alma  Teleph.  Co.  Case  No. 
1297,  Oct.  29,  1917,  order  permitting  complainant  and  defendant 
telephone  companies  to  amend  schedules  of  rates  on  file,  providing 
said  telephone  companies  file  with  the  Secretary  of  Commission  a 
written  agreement  relative  to  the  joinit  telephone  line  between  Alma 
and  Corder. 

Montana, — Re  Farmers  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  Docket  No.  631,  Report 
and  Order  No.  222,  Jan.  18,  1918,  order  authorizing  an  increased 
telephone  rate  for  the  exchange  of  applicant  at  Buffalo. 

Nebraska, — Re  Carroll  Independent  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No. 
3201,  March  30,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Sutherland-Fairview  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  3244,  April 
B,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Ke  Nebraska  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  3304,  April  8,  1918, 
order  approving  schedule  of  telephone  rates  at  Ashton,  Litchfield, 
Loup  City,  and  Rockville. 

Re  Dawson-Nemaha  Teleph.  Co.  Application  No.  3011,  April  18, 
1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  in  Dawson. 

New  Hampshire. — Re  Henniker  Teleph.  Co.  D-436,  March  30, 
1918,  increase  in  telephone  rates  authorized. 

New  Yorkj  Second  District. — Re  New  York  Teleph.  Co.  No.  T.  & 
T.  127,  Jan.  25,  1918,  approval  of  amendment  to  local  and  Joint 
toll  tariffs,  establishing  toll  charges  to  apply  between  points  on  lines 
operated  by  the  Qlen  Telephone  Company. 

Oklahoma, — ^Re  Southwestern  Bell  Teleph.  Co.  Cause  No.  3262, 
Order  No.  1378,  Feb.  21,  1918,  order  granting  permission  to  tele- 
phone company  to  put  into  effect  following  rates  for  long  distance 
business  between  points  in  the  city  of  Oklahoma;  15  cents  for  the 
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first  14  miles,  5  cents  additional  far  each  additional  7  miles,  or  a 
fractional  part  thereof. 

Re  Carney  Automatic  Teleph.  Co.  Order  No.  1396,  Cause  No.  3311, 
March  27,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  from 
$5  to  $10  per  annum,  for  rural  party  line  service,  where  company 
owns  the  aerial  construction  serving  such  subscribers,  and  the  sub- 
scribers own  the  telephone. 

Oregon.— lie  Pacific  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  U-F-117,  P.  S.  C.  Or. 
Order  No.  362,  April  15,  1918,  order  readjusting  telephone  rates. 

Re  Yamhill  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  U-F-177,  P.  S.  C.  Or.  Order  No. 
367,  April  15,  1918,  increase  in  telephone  rates  authorized  in  view 
of  demand  of  24-hour  service. 

South  Dakota.— lie  Gas  Belt  Teleph.  Co.  No.  2539,  Nov.  14,  1917, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Dell  Rapids  Teleph.  Co.  Order  No.  479,  Dec.  27,  1917,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rental  rates  at  Trent. 

Re  Northwestern  Teleph.  Exch.  Co.  Order  F-465,  Feb.  28,  1918, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  rates  for  local  exchange  service  at 
Vermillion. 

Re  Farm  &  H.  Teleph.  Co.  F-457,  April  6,  1918,  application  for 
increase  in  telephone  rates  of  company  in  vicinity  of  Wagner, 
denied. 

Re  Harrold-Sully  Teleph.  Co.  No.  3011,  April  6,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  from  $12  to  $18  per  year. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Farmers  Inter-County  Mut.  Teleph.  Co.  Nov.  19, 
1917,  order  authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Highland  Teleph.  Co.  Dec.  31,  1917,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  business  telephone  rates. 

Re  Sprague  Teleph.  Co.  U-1247,  Feb.  21,  1918,  order  dismissing 
petition  for  increased  telephone  rate  to  cover  amount  paid  a  con- 
necting line  for  switching  service,  since  this  charge  has  been  reduced 
in  a  case  involving  the  connecting  line  so  as  to  afford  the  petitioner 
adequate  relief. 

Re  Random  Lake  Teleph.  Co.  U-1221,  Feb.  26, 1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  of  telephone  rates  at  Random  Lake  and  Belgium; 
new  system  of  discounts  arranging  for  quarterly  rather  than  annual 
prepayment  periods,  fixed  by  Commission. 

Re  Ogema  Teleph.  Co.  11-1265,  March  11,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  business  telephone  rates  from  $1.50  to  $1.75  per  month; 
and  for  residence  telephones  from  $1  to  $1.25  per  month. 

Re  Weyauwega  Teleph.  Co.  U-1267,  March  11, 1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Somerset  Teleph.  Co.  U-1270,  March  11,  1918,  order  author- 
izing increase  in  telephone  rates  from  $6  to  $15  per  year  per  sub- 
scriber. 
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Re  Mauston  Electric  Service  Co.  TJ-956,  TI-1038,  March  12,  1918, 
application  for  authority  to  increase  telephone  rates  granted. 

Re  Melville  Settlement  Teleph.  Co.  U-1286,  March  23, 1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  telephone  rates  from  $12  to  $15  per  year 
payable  semi-annually  in  advance. 

Re  Merton  Teleph.  Co.  U-1285,  March  30, 1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Chippewa  County  Teleph.  Co.  U-1081,  April  8,  1918,  schedule 
of  increased  telephone  rates  authorized. 

Re  Oostburg  Teleph.  Co.  April  15,  1918,  order  authorizing 
increase  in  telephone  rates. 

Re  Rural  Teleph.  Co.  April  15,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  telephone  rates. 

XII.  WarehomseM* 

Illinois.— Re  Johnson  Transfer  &  Fuel  Co.  No.  7738,  Feb.  18, 
1918,  approval  of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2,  advancing  rates 
for  the  storage  of  goods. 

Re  North  American  Cold  Storage  Co.  No.  7812,  March  5,  1918, 
order  approving  rate  schedule  I.  P.  IT.  C.  D.  No.  1,  advancing  certain 
rates  for  the  storage  of  goods. 

Re  Chicago  Cold  Storage  Warehouse  Co.  No.  7817,  March  5, 1918, 
approval  of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  3,  containing  rates  for 
storage  of  goods. 

Re  Central  Cold  Storage  Co.  No.  7821,  March  5,  1918,  approval 
of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  2,  containing  rates  for  the  storage 
of  goods. 

Re  Iredale  Fire  Proof  Warehouse,  No.  7881,  March  19,  1918,  ap- 
proval of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  TJ.  C.  No.  1,  advancing  rates  for  the 
storage  of  goods. 

Re  Manufactured  Ice  &  Cold  Storage  Co.  No.  788,  March  19, 
1918,  approval  of  rate  schedule  I.  P.  U.  C.  No.  3,  advancing  rates 
for  the  storage  of  goods. 

Xin.  Water. 

Arizona. — Re  Holmes,  Docket  No.  412,  Jan.  19,  1918,  schedule 
declared  illegal  because  of  failure  to  comply  with  statutory  require- 
ments.   Rehearing  denied  (Feb.  1,  1918). 

Armstrong  v.  Santa  Fe  Land  Improv.  Co.  Docket  No.  272,  Feb. 
20,  1918,  readjustment  of  water  rates  pending  investigation  to 
determine  permanent  rates  for  the  town  of  Winslow. 

California, — Re  Fowler,  Decision  No.  5071,  Application  No.  3369, 
Jan.  25,  1918,  order  denying  application  for  increased  rates  for 
water  sold  for  irrigation  pui-poses.    Rehearing  denied  Feb.  18,  1918. 

Re  Rideout,  Decision  No.  5198,  Application  No.  3330,  March  12, 
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1918,  revised  schedule  of  water  r^ies  authorized  decreasing  tlie 
domestic  rate  and  increasing  rates  for  comme^ial  consumers  in  the 
town  of  El  Pizmo. 

Illinois. — Ee  Streater  Aqueduct  Co.  N"o.  7874,  April  2, 1918,  order 
granting  permission  to  put  into  effect  rates,  rules,  and  regulations 
for  water  service  in  the  city  of  Streater. 

Indiana.— Re  Danville  Waterworks,  Noi  3669,  March  26,  1918, 
order  authorizing  increase  in  water  rates. 

Be  Corydon,  No.  3602,  March  30,  1918,  order  authorizing  20 
per  cent  advance  in  water  rates  in  town  of  Corydon. 

New  Albany  v.  New  Albany  Waterworks,  No.  1120,  April  6,  1918, 
petition  for  decrease  in  the  rates  for  water  in  the  city  of  New  Albany, 
denied;  water  company  authorized  to  add  a  surcharge  on  all  bills 
rendered  by  it  for  water. 

Re  Hazelton,  No.  3787,  April  6,  1918,  order  authorizing  the 
amending  of  water  rates  for  tapping  mains  from  $8  to  an  equal 
amount  to  the  actual  cost  of  material  aad  labor  plus  10  per  cent. 

Noblesville  v.  Noblesville  Water  &  Light  Co.  No.  2274,  NoblesviUe 
Water  &  L.  Co.  Nos.  8369,  3566,  April  12,  1918,  order  authorizing 
reduction  in  water  rates. 

Re  LaGrange,  No.  3715,  April  12, 1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  water  rates  in  LaOrange. 

Re  Gas  City,  No.  3724,  April  12,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  certain  water  rates  in  Gas  City. 

Re  Blwood  Water  Co.  No.  3750,  April  12,  1918,  order  author- 
izing  water  company  to  add  a  surcharge  to  all  bills  rendered  by  it 
for  water  after  May  1,  1918,  of  '20  per  cent,  except  to  bills  for  fire 
hydrant  rentals,  to  be  paid  by  the  city  of  Elwood. 

Re  Fortville,  No.  3789,  April  12,  1918,  order  authorizing  increase 
in  water  rates  in  the  town  of  FortviUe. 

Re  Rising  Sun  Water  &  Light  Co.  No.  3722,  April  26,  1918,  order 
authorizing  increase  in  water  rates  in  cii^  of  Rising  Sun. 

Maine. — ^Bartlett  v.  Bangor  R  &  Electric  Co.  F.  C.  108,  Aug.  7, 
1917,  order  directing  the  reduction  of  water  rates  in  the  town  of 
Milford. 

New  Jersey. — Re  Burlingt<m  Sewerage  Co.  April  16,  1918, 
schedule  of  increased  water  rates  authorized.  / 

Re  CoUingswood  Sewerage  Co.  April  16,  1918,  modification  of 
water  rates  for  CoUingswood,  authorized. 

Washington. — Edmonds  v.  Edmonds  Spring  Water  Co.  No.  4616, 
April  5,  1918,  schedule  of  increased  rates  for  the  city  of  Edmonds, 
authorized. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Sturgeon  Bay  Utility  Commisttcm,  Dec.  24,  1917, 
trder  authorizing  increase  in  water  rates. 

Re  Ba3rfield  Light,  Power  &  Water  Commission,  U-1257,  March 
25, 1918,  increase  in  water  rates  of  a  municipal  utility  .asiborizedr 
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Reparation. 

Idaho.— Re  Idaho  Power  Co.  Case  F-213,  Order  No.  490,  April 
13,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  Idaho  Power  Company  to  refund 
to  the  Gem  Irrigation  District,  for  charges  for  electrical  energy 
for  the  season  of  1917,  the  sum  of  $3,204. 

lUinais. — Berrj'  &  Co.  v.  Chicago,'  B.  &  Q.  R.  Co.  Ko.  5555,  Feb. 
20,  1918,  order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Pullman  R.  Co.  No.  7123,  Feb.  20,  1918,  order  authorizing 
refund  for  excessive  switching  charges. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7715,  Feb.  20^  1918,  order  authoriz- 
ing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Cleveland,  C.  C.  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  No.  7737,  Feb.  20,  1918, 
order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  No.  7791,  March  5,  1918,  order 
authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  No.  7792^  March  5,  1918,  order 
authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  chargee. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7793,  March  5,  1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7800,  March  5,  1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7801,  March  6,  1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.  No.  7802,  March  5, 1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Wabash  R.  Co.  No.  7803,  March  5,  1918,  order  authorizing 
refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Wabash  R.  Co.  No.  7804,  March  5,  1918,  order  authorizing 
refund  for  excessive  track  storage  charges. 

Re  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F,  R.  Co.  No.  7805,  March  5, 1918,  order  au- 
thorizing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Chicago  &  N.  W.  R.  Co.  No.  7806,  March  5, 1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  R.  Co.  No.  7824,  March  11,  1918,  order 
authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  No.  7825,  March  11,  1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Elgin,  J.  &  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7841,  March  11,  1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Gruninger  v.  Baltimore  &  0.  R.  Co.  No.  4446,  March  12,  1918, 
order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Re  Illinois  Terminal  R.  Co.  No.  7807,  March  12,  1918,  order 
authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges.  | 

Indiana. — ^Re  Gary  Heat,  Light  &  Water  Co.  No.  3648,  March 

8,  1918,  order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  charges  for  water. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Huntington  Grocery  Co.  v.  Wabash  B.  Co.  No.  3721,  March  25, 
1918,  order  authorizing  I'efund  for  excessive  freight  charges.  Be- 
hearing  denied  (April  27,  1918). 

Craig  Biscuit  Co.  v.  New  York  C.  &  St.  L.  B.  Co.  No.  3730,  March 
25,  1918,  order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

i»/flme.— Estey  v.  Maine  C.  B.  Co.  F.  C.  153.1,  March  6,  1918, 
order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Savage  v.  Maine  C.  B.  Co.  F.  C.  155.1,  March  6, 1918,  order  author- 
izing refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Androscoggin  Pulp  Co.  v.  Bangor  &  A.  B.  Co.  F.  C.  155,  Marcii 
13,  1918,  order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight  charges. 

Oklahoma. — Lawton  Bef.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  B.  I.  &  P.  B.  Co.  Cause 
No.  3248,  Order  No.  1393,  March  20,  1918,  reparation  of  $66  for 
unauthorized  demurrage  charge  ordered. 

South  Dakota. — Jones  v.  Chicago  &  N.  W.  B,  Co.  F-408,  March 
12,  1918,  refund  of  $20.46  with  interest  authorized  for  excessive 
charge  on  emigrant  movables. 

Frieburg  v.  Smith,  Docket  3050,  March  20,  1918,  order  requiring 
respondent  to  refund  to  each  of  its  subscribers  all  amounts  hereto- 
fore collected  by  it  in  excess  of  the  lawful  rate  fixed  in  its  schedule 
filed  with  the  Commission. 

Washington. — Public  Service  Commission  ex  rel.  Belcher  v. 
Tacoma  Eastern  B.  Co.  No.  4549,  March  28,  1918,  order  requiring 
the  defendant  to  refund  to  complainant  the  sum  of  $11,173.77  with 
interest  at  6  per  cent  from  March  30,  1916,  representing  discrim- 
inatory freight  charges  in  excess  of  a  schedule  made  in  compliance 
with  the  long  and  short  haul  provision  of  the  Public  Service  Com- 
mission Act. 

Wisconsin. — Monroe  County  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P. 

B.  Co.  B-2238,  Feb.  19,  1918,  order  requiring  carriers  to  refund  the 

portion  of  a  charge  for  switching  service  on  interchange  tracks,  in 

connection  with  line  haul  service,  in  excess  of  the  reasonable  recip- 

,Tocal  switching  rate  therefor. 

Mason-Donaldson  Lumber  Co.  v.  Chicago,  M.  &  St.  P.  B.  Co. 
B-2337,  April  16, 1918,  order  authorizing  refund  for  excessive  freight 
charges. 

Reports. 

Artzana.—'Re  Chandler  Water  &  P.  Co.  Docket  No.  403,  Oct.  25, 
1917,  order  directing  that  Chandler  Improvement  Company  file  with 
•Commission  a  complete  and  detailed  statement  of  the  property 
devoted  to  the  business  of  producing  and  distributing  water  to  its 
consumers  in  Chandler  and  vicinity. 

Be  All  Bailroads  in  Arizona,  General  Order  No.  53,  Nov.  19, 
1917,  order  directing  all  railroads  in  the  state  of  Arizona  to  file 
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with  Commission  statement  of  new  mileage  oonstmcted  bj  company 
within  state  from  January  1,  1917  to  December  1,  1917,  ahowing 
whether  construction  was  new  track,  siding,  or  double-track  paraUel- 
ing  main  line,  also  location  of  same :  also  estimate  of  additional  new 
track  to  be  constructed  between  December  1,  1917  and  December 
31,  1917. 

Re  All  Telephone  Cos.  Operating  in  Arizona,  Qeneral  Order  No. 
54,  Dec.  13,  1917,  order  directing  every  telephone  corporation  and 
every  person  operating  a  telephone  system  within  the  state  of  Arizona 
to  jBle  with  the  Commission  a  duplicate  of  reports  filed  with  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission,  together  with  a  segregation  of  the 
amounts  applying  to  the  business  done  in  Arizona  in  each  of  items 
shown  in  report  insofar  as  such  segregation  may  be  possible. 

Re  Garden  of  Allah  Invest.  Co.  Docket  No.  79,  Jan.  7,  1918. 
order  directing  the  Garden  of  Allah,  an  investment  ccnnpany,  to 
prepare  and  submit  to  the  Commission  within  fifteen  days  of  date, 
a  full  and  correct  annual  report  in  conformity  with  General  Order 
No.  52,  and  f  2264,  title  9,  page  9,  Revised  Statutes  of  Arizona, 
1913. 

Illinois.— Re  Chicago  &  J.  E.  R.  Co.  No.  7474,  Dec.  18,  1917, 
order  granting  permission  to  electric  railway  company  to  keep  its 
books  and  records  outside  the  state  of  Illinois. 

New  Jer8ey,-^Be  Blairstown  Water  Co.  Nov.  13,  1917,  order 
Requiring  company  to  file  a  report  of  its  finances  and  operations  for 
the  year  ending  December  31,  1916,  and  like  report  annually  there- 
after. 

Re  Blairstown  Electric  Light  Co.  Nov.  13,  1917,  order  directing 
the  Blairstown  Electric  Light  Company  to  file  with  Commission  a 
report  of  finances  and  operations  for  the  year  ending  December  31, 
1916. 

Re  New  Egypt  Light,  Heat,  Power  &  Water  Co.  Nov.  13,  1917, 
order  directing  water  company  to  file  with  Commission,  not  later 
than  December  12,  1917,  a  report  of  finances  and  operations  for 
the  year  ending  December  31,  1916. 

Re  New  Egypt  Water  Co.  Nov.  13,  1917,  order  directing  water 
company  to  file  with  Commission  not  later  than  December  12,  1917, 
a  report  of  finances  and  operations  for  the  year  ending  December 
31,  1916. 

Re  Wharton  &  N.  R.  Co.  Dec.  8, 1917,  order  directing  The  Whar- 
ton &  Northern  Railroad  Company  to  file  with  Commission  not  liter 
than  the  24th  day  of  December,  a  report  of  finanoes  and  operations 
for  the  year  ending  December  31,  1916. 

New  York,  First  District. — In  Re  Proposed  Amendment,  Case  No. 
2232,  Jan.  10,  1918,  recommendation  for  an  amendment  to  the 
Public  Service  Commissions  Law  with  reference  to  the  time  of  the 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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filing  annual  reports  of  cammon  carriers,  railroad  eorporatLons,  and 
street  railroad  corporations* 

Be  New  York  Steam  Go*  Case  No.  2B89,  April  23^  1918,  order 
directing  New  York  SteauL  Company  to  make  and  file  with  Com- 
mission a  report  for  the  year  ending  April  30^  1918^  for  gas  and 
electrical  corporations  snbject  to  its  jurisdiction,  ajid  printed  and 
designated  aa  ^^Annixal  Beport  Form  A.'^ 

Rttum* 

Illinois.— Be  Highland  Teleph.  Co.  No.  7045,  Feb.  25,  1918,  in- 
crease of  telephone  rates  authorized  to  produce  a  return  of  6.47  per 
cent  on  the  cost  of  reproduction  value  of  the  company's  property,  and 
8.29  per  cent  on  the  cost  of  reproduction  less  depreciation  value. 

Indiana.— Re  Waldron  Teleph.  Plant,  No.  3596/  March  1,  1918, 
order  fixing  increased  telephone  rates  for  applicant  sufficient  to 
permit  it  to  earn  a  return  of  7  per  cent  on  the  value  of  all  of  its 
property,  with  an  annual  depreciation  allowance  of  6  per  cent  on 
its  physical  property  valuation. 

Missouri. — Hoback  v.  Meyer,  Case  No.  1394,  March  27,  1918, 
dismissal  of  complaint  demanding  reduction  of  rural  telephone 
switching  rate  from  $5  to  $4  per  annum. 

Nebraska. — Ee  Lincoln  Teleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  Application  No. 
3466,  Feb.  27,  1918,  order  allowing  increased  telephone  rates  in  the 
Sutton  exchange  made  on  an  ex  parte  hearing,  where  a  great  ma- 
jority of  the  subscribers  consented  to  the  increase  and  it  is  very 
apparent  that  the  increased  rates  will  not  produce  sufficient  income 
to  provide  an  adequate  return  on  the  amount  expended  by  the  appli- 
cant for  reconstruction  of  the  system;  the  utility  was  directed  to 
hold  all  revenues  in  excess  of  its  expenses  until  it  has  furnished  the 
Commission  a  statement  of  the  full  plant  investment  and  history 
and  the  Commission  has  determined  what  allowance  should  be  made 
for  a  proper  return. 

Wisconsin. — Re  Eastern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.  H-2278,  March 
23,  1918,  company  authorized  to  discontinue  from  April  1  to  Sep- 
tember 30,  1918,  all  street  railway  rates  for  city  service  at  Fond 
du  Lac  of  less  than  5  cents  per  passenger. 

Sale. 

California. — ^Re  Bayou  Vista  Ditch  Co.  Decision  No.  5283,  Appli- 
cation No.  3466,  April  6,  1918,  order  authorizing  the  transfer  of 
the  irrigation  properties  of  the  Bayou  Vista  Ditch  Company.  Re- 
hearing denied  (April  17,  1918). 

Illinois.— He  Streckfus  S.  B.  Line  No.  7046,  Oct.  24,  1917,  ap- 
proval of  sale  of  the  boat  *^W.  W.^^  to  Mary  Rounds,  at  Paducah, 

Kentucky,  for  $8,500. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Re  Litchfield  &  St.  L.  R.  Co.  No.  6790,  Feb.  18,  1918,  petition 
for  sale  of  portion  of  petitioner's  right  of  way  digmiseed,  it  appear- 
ing  that  it  had  not  constructed  a  railway  and  had  not  in  any  war 
complied  with  the  law  controlling  and  regalating  the  conduct  and 
operation  of  a  corporation  organized  nnder  the  Railroad  Act.  Order 
canceled  (March  6,  1918). 

Philippine  Islands. — Re  Franchise  of  San  Miguel,  Bulacan.  Case 
No.  865,  August  30,  1917,  approval  of  transfer  of  franchise  granted 
by  the  municipal  council  of  Son  Miguel,  Bulacan,  for  an  electric 
light  plant  to  Sr.  Jose  de  Leon,  Sr.,  upon  modified  conditions  speci- 
fied in  the  order. 

Re  Bicol  Transp.  Co.  Case  No.  886,  Sept.  4,  1917,  approval  of  the 
Fale  of  the  steamer  "Bohol"  to  the  Bicol  Transportation  Company. 

Re  Ventura,  Case  No.  905,  Sept.  5,  1917,  approval  of  the  sale  of 
the  launch  "Feliza"  and  the  lorcha  "Nena.*^ 

Re  Salgade,  Case  No.  916,  Sept.  5,  1917,  approval  of  the  sale  of 
the  steamer  "Antipolo." 

Re  Stevenot,  No.  892,  Sept.  15,  1917,  approval  of  the  transfer  of 
franchise  for  the  electric  light  plant  and  system  of  distribution  in 
the  municipality  of  Vigan,  to  Teodoro  and  Filomena  Donato. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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ABAHBOmiBirr  of  8EBVI0E. 

Abandonment  of  street  railway  traeks  to  avoid  ezpenee  of  paving 

street,  see  Sebvicb,  25. 
OtirtailBMBt  of  street  car  service  on  account  of  shortage  of  coai,  see 

Sebvioe,  24. 
Abandonment  of  service  by  water  utility  because  of  insufficiency  of 

revenues  to  keep  property  in  repair,  see  Sebviob^  35. 

ACCOUNTING. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Appobtionment,  11. 

Amount  included  for  depreciation  to  be  credited  to  depreciation 
reserve,  see  Return,  43. 

Credit  to  be  given  for  value  of  natural  gas  consumed  in  making 
gasolene,  see  Valuation,  4. 

Utility  not  to  capitalize  items  for  general  administration  which 
had  been  charged  as  part  of  operating  expenses,  see  Valua- 
tion, 38. 

AOCBUEB  BEPBEOIATION. 

See  DEPBBCiATioif. 

ACCUBAOT. 

Accuracy  of  meters,  see  Meters. 

ACQUISITION. 

Value  of  contiguous  land  plus  cost  of  acquisition  as  value  of  rail- 
road right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  62. 

ACTUAL  COST. 

See  Valuation,  7,  8. 

AOABTATION  ANB  SOUBITIOATION. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  33. . 

ABBITION8. 

See  Betterments. 

ABJOINING  PBOPERTT. 

Market  value  of  contiguous  land  plus  cost  of  acquisition'  as  value 
of  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  62. 

ABMINISTBATION  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of  administration  expenses,  see  Apportionment,  11. 
P.U.R.1918C.  1015 
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» 

ADVAHCE  PAYMENT. 

Consideration  of,  as  working  capital,  see  VAvaATum,  47. 

ADVAHCES. 

Capitalization  of  advances  by  parent  company  to  subsidiaries, 
Valuation,  37. 

ADVERTI8IHO.  ' 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  generally,  see  APFQanDnvprT,  II. 
Apportionment  of  cost  of,  as  between  local  aad  toll  telephone  serr- 

ice,  see  Appobtionment,  16. 
Advertising  in  connection  witk  application  for  inifffasfMi  rate  as 

proper  operating  expense,  see  Bbtubn,  47. 


See  Contracts. 

AIiIiOCATIOH. 

See  Appostion]£KNT. 

AMOBtlZATIOH. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  for  additions  as  affected  by  dif- 
ference between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  value  repre- 
sented by  bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valua- 
tion, 3. 

APPEAL  AHD  BEVIBW. 

J.  In  general,  J,  2, 
II.  Scope  of  review,  generally,  3,  4L 
III,  Immaterial  errors,  S,  6, 
IV.  Points  not  m4tde  below,  7. 

J.  In  general. 

Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  by  court  on  aeeount 
of  governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  Sebvioi^  IS. 

Review  of  Commission  finding  relative  to  necessity  for  eonstrueiion  of 
side  track,  see  Service,  23. 

Review  of  order  requiring  change  in  roHte  ol  street  failMy  llfii^  see 
'  Service,  20. 

Annotation  on  review  of  Commission  orders,  p.  101. 

1.  Consent  to  an  order  referring  a  cause  to  a  msjster  for  the  taking 
of  testimony  and  reporting  it  to  the  court,  together  with  his  findings 
of  fact  and  such  conclusions  of  law  as  he  DMiy  deem  essential  to  the 
proper  advisement  of  the  court,  does  not  preclude  a  party  from  having 
the  master's  findings  of  fact  reviewed  by  the  court.  Denver  v.  Denver 
Union  Water  Co.  (U.  S.)  640. 

2.  An  order  of  the  Virginia  Commissi^m  which,  construed  in  the 
light  of  the  opinion  and  evidence,  very  clearly  granted  substantially 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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the  relief  asked  for,  and  which  was  understood  h<f  the  partieg  to  be 
directly  in  issue  at  the  hearing,  will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  Virginia 
supreme  court  of  appeals.  Washington  k  O.  D.  R.  Go.  t.  Royster  Guano 
Co.  (Va.)  189. 

J/.  Scope  of  review,  generality 

8.  In  an  action  brought  to  vacate  an  order  of  the  Wisconsin  Com- 
mission under  §  1797-16  Wis.  Stat,  the  court  does  not  try  questions  of 
fact  like  a  court  of  first  instance,  but  only  determines  whether  the  order 
is  ''unlawful  or  unreasonable/'  and  upon  the  question  the  burden  of 
proof  is  upon  the  plaintiff  to  show  the  fact  by  clear  and  satisfactory 
evidence.  Menasha  Woodenware  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.) 
294. 

4.  An  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  a  4-ton  stockyard  scale  to 
be  installed  at  a  point  of  shipment,  from  which  fifty-six  carloads  of 
stock  had  been  shipped  in  three  years,  was  held  not  to  have  been  based 
upon  an  erroneous  or  mistaken  theory  of  the  law,  or  to  have  been  so 
unreasonable  or  arbitrary  as  to  warrant  reversal  by  the  court.  Cahill 
V.  Great  Northern  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  184. 

J/J.  Immaterial  errors, 

5.  Tlie  Court  will  not  undertake  to  decide,  in  a  case  involving  the 
reasonableness  of  rates  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a  public  service  oor- 
poration,  whether  or  hot  a  disputed  element  of  value  was  properly  in- 
cluded in  the  valuation  of  its  property,  where,  even  should  such  element 
be  excluded,  the  retium  to  the  corporation  would  still  be  inadequate. 
Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co.  (U.  S.)  640. 

6.  The  error  of  the  court  below  in  holding  a  master's  findings  of 
fact  not  to  be  reviewable  will  not  necessitate  sending  the  case  back, 
where  the  issues  were  fully  heard  before  the  master,  all  proffered  evi- 
dence was  admitted,  and  the  record  contains  the  evidence  and  all  other 
materials  necessary  for  judgment.  Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co. 
(U.  S.)  640. 

iy»  Joints  not  made  below. 

7.  Under  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Act,  §  110,  an  objection  to 
the  constitutionality  of  an  order  of  the  Public  Service  Commission  not 
raised  in  the  application  for  rehearing  before  that  body  cannot  be  urged 
in  a  proceeding  before  a  court  to  review  such  order.  State  ex  rel.  Buf- 
fum  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  Commission  (Mo.)  158. 

AFPOBTIONMEIIT. 


J.  Jfatural  gae, 
II.  MaUroade,  6^*8. 

a.  Interstate  and  state  traffie,  S. 

h.  Freight  and  passenger  traffic,  9-^. 

PhU.R.1918C. 
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APPORTIONMENT— continued. 
Ill,  Telephone^  ih-20. 

a.  Between  toU  and  local  aervice,  0^^2O» 
i.  In  general,  9^-12* 

2.  Expenses,  la—lS. 

3.  Investment,  19,  20, 
IV,  Electrieity  and  heating,  21, 

Power  of  Commission  over  division  of  profits  from  connecting  line  con- 
tract, see  Intebcorporate  Relatioj^s. 

I.  Natural  gas, 

1.  When  oil  is  found  in  drilling  for  gas,  not  only  should  the  cost 
of  the  well  and  a  proper  proportion  of  the  lease  investments  be  charged 
to  oil  investment  and  gas  investment  correspondingly  reduced,  but  the 
oil  investment  or  oil  operating  expense  should  be  charged  with  its 
proper  proportion  of  past  and  future  carrying  charges  upon  such  lease, 
and  the  gas  investment  or  expense  credited  therewith;  and  the  cost  of 
drilling  dry  or  nonpaying  wells  in  territory  producing  both  oil  and  gas 
should  be  borne  in  the  same  proportion.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  193. 

2.  The  production  invcHtment  of  a  natural  gas  company  was  appor- 
tioned between  wholesale  and  retail  bubiness  and  between  localities,  on 
the  basis  of  sales;  the  transmission  investment  between  wholesale  and 
retail  and  localities,  upon  the  basis  of  demand  and  sales  weighted  by 
distance;  the  distribution  investment  direct,  as  shown  by  the  books  of 
the  company,  and  the  general  investment  between  wholesale  and  retail 
business  and  between  localities,  on  the  basis  of  sales.  Re  United  Fuel 
Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

3.  The  operating  expenses  of  a  natural  gas  company  should  be  ap- 
portioned between  the  wholesale  and  retail  business,  and  between  domes- 
tic and  industrial  business,  and  between  localities,  on  substantially  the 
same  bases  as  investment,  except  as  to  transmission  expenses,  which 
are  not  materially  affected  by  the  element  of  demand  or  meter  capacity. 
Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

4.  In  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas,  the  cost  per  thousand  cubic  feet 
was  apportioned  to  different  communities  in  proportion  to  the  percent- 
age of  the  property  used  for  each.  Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  453. 

II,  Railroads. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  of  values,  revenues,  and  expenses  in 
steam  railroad  cases,  p.  350. 

a.  Interstate  and  stat-e  traffic, 

5.  No  apportionment  of  property  between  interstate  and  intrastate 
l)assenger  service  need  be  made  where  the  interstate  passenger  traffic 
on  the  railroad  under  consideration  is  no  small  as  to  be  practically 
negligible.     Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Ca  (Mo.)  321. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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d.  Freight  and  passenger  trafJU}* 

Tables  showing  basis  used  for  apportioning  property  jointly  used 
in  freight  and  passenger  business  between  the  services,  p.  344. 

Statement  that  any  method  of  apportionment  of  operating  expenses 
between  freight  and  passenger  service  is  more  or  less  arbitrary,  p.  349. 

6.  In  determining  the  value  of  the  property  of  a  railroad  used  in 
the  passenger  service,  locomotives  were  apportioned  between  main  and 
branch  lines  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton  miles.  Re  Mississippi 
River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321. 

7.  Railroad  property  was  apportioned  between  the  freight  and  pas- 
senger service,  in  a  rate  case,  by  assigning  property  used  exclusively 
by  either  to  that  service,  and  by  apportioning  the  property  in  joint 
service,  between  them  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of  its  use  in  each. 
Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)   321. 

8.  A  railroad's  work  equipment  was  apportioned  between  the  freight 
and  passenger  service,  in  arriving  at  the  fair  value  of  property  used  in 
the  latter,  on  the  basis  of  the  locomotive  ton  miles.     Re  Mississippi 

River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321.- 

• 

IIJ»  Teiephoues. 

«•  Between  toll  and  local  eerviee, 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  apportionment  of  investment,  revenues,  and  expenses 
of  telephone  utility,  p.  78. 

9.  In  fixing  local  exchange  telephone  rates  for  a  utility  furnish- 
ing both  local  and  toll  service,  the  common  property  and  expenses 
should  be  apportioned  between  the  two  services  so  as  to  make  each 
bear  its  proportionate  burden  of  the  expense  necessary  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  local  exchange.    Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)   777. 

10.  In  apportioning  the  common  property  and  expenses  of  a  tele- 
phone utility  between  toll  and  local  exchange  service  in  a  proceeding 
to  establish  rates  for  the  latter,  the  toU  service  should  be  considered 
Jis  retaining  its  identity  from  the  originating  subscribers'  station  to 
the  terminating  subscribers'  station,  rather  than  from  toll  board  to 
toll  board.    Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  777. 

11.  In  apportioning  operating  revenues  and  expenses  between  toll 
And  local  exchange  service,  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  rates  for  the  latter, 
revenue  accounting  and  revenue  collecting  were  divided  on  the  number 
of  accounts,  in  the  latter  class  taking  exchange  accounts  as  one  unit 
and  toll  accounts  of  two  \mits,  pay  station  expense  and  commissions, 
directory  expenses  and  rents  from  other  operating  properties,  were  each 
assigned  to  local  exchange,  advertising  was  treated  as  a  general  ex- 
pense, maintenance  expenses  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  apportion- 
ment of  the  common  exchange  property,  taxes  upon  the  value  of  the 
property  devoted  to  each  service,  commercial,  administration,  and  super- 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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vision  expenses  on  the  basis  of  assigned  charges,  uncollectable  operating 
revenues  and  lichee  revenixes  on  the  basis  of  rcn^enuee  earned,  telegraph 
commissions  on  the  basis  of  combined  revenue  accounting  and  collect- 
ing, and  all  other  revenues  directly  assignable  to  either  service  were 
apportioned  on  this  basis.    Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Ck>.  (Kan.)  777. 

12.  In  apportioning  the  common  operating  revenues  and  income  de- 
ductions  of  a  telephone  exchange  between  toll  and  local  service  in  a 
rate  case,  rents  from  other  operating  property  were  divided  on  the  basis 
of  the  general  expenses  division,  the  uncollectable  operating  revenues  on 
the  basis  of  exchange  revenues,  and  the  rent  deductions  for  telephone 
office  according  to  the  use  made  of  the  office.  Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph. 
Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

2.  Expenses. 

See  also  supra,  9-12. 

13.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  local  exchange  telephone 
rates  at  an  exchange  handling  a  large  volume  of  toll  business  not  origi- 
nating locally,  it  is  necessary  to  apportion  the  common  exchange  ex- 
penses between  the  two  branches  of  service.  Re  Missouri  k  K.  Teleph. 
Co.  (Kan.)  65. 

14.  In  apportioning  telephone  operating  expenses  between  a  com- 
monly owned  local  exchange  and  toll  properties,  the  toll  service  should 
carry  a  just  proiportion  of  all  expenses  between  the  stations  of  the 
originating  and  terminating  subscribers,  rather  than  between  toll  board 
and  toll  board.    Re  Missouri  &  K«  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

15.  In  apportioning  the  common  telephone  exchange  operating  ex- 
penses to  local  and  toll  service  in  a  rate  case,  pay-station  expense  and 
commissions  were  assigned  to  toll,  advertising  and  directory  expenses 
were  charged  to  exchange  service,  general  and  local  commercial  admin- 
istration and  canvassing  expenses  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  other 
commercial  accounts,  revenue  accounting  was  assigned  on  the  basis  of 
the  pay  rolls  of  the  accounting  bureau,  revenue  collecting  on  the  basis 
of  the  number  of  accounts  and  general  expenses,  with  the  exception  of 
insurance,  were  divided  on  the  basis  of  the  division  of  all  preceding  ac- 
counts.   Re  Missouri  k  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

16.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  a  local  exchange  rate,  tele- 
phone maintenance  expenses  were  apportioned  between  local  and  toll 
service  on  a  line  and  instrument  use  percentage  basis,  equated  by  co- 
efficients 2  and  1,  based  on  two  line  and  instrument  uses  for  each  orig- 
inating toll  and  local  call  and  one  line  and  instrument  use  for  each 
inward  toll  call,  applied  to  the  relative  number  of  calls  chargeable 
to  each  service  as  shown  by  a  study  of  an  annual  peg  count.  Re  Mis- 
souri ft  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  56.* 

17.  Traffic  expenses  were  divided  between  toll  and  exchange,  in  a 
telephone  exchange  expense  apportionment,  on  the  basis  of  operator 
units  used  in  handling  calls  in  each  service  as  shown  by  an  annual  peg 
count,  equated  by  coefficients  based  on  the  relative  time  required  to  han- 
dle the  various  classes,  using  the  time  needed  to  handle  one  local  city 
call  as  one  imit.  Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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18.  Commim  traffic  expMiBU,  ineliftAing  Berrioe  in^Mctiiiii  and  opera- 
tors' wages,  were  apportioned  between  local  exdumge  and  toll  system 
in  determining  the  cost  of  telephone  service  of  each  class,  on  the  basis 
of  the  operator  units  used  in  handling  .caUa,  as  ahown  by  the  p^ 
count,  equated  by  coefficients  based  on  the  relative  amount  of  time  re- 
quired to  handle  each,  taking  the  time  used  in  handling  a  local  ex- 
change call  as  one  unit,  and  that  used  in  a  toll  call  as  .766  ^ts.  Re 
Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Ck>.  (Kan.)  777. 

d.  Investment, 

See  also  9,  10. 

19.  The  value  of  the  central  office  building  was  apportioned  between 
local  exchange  and  toll  service  in  a  proceeding  to  fix  local  telephone 
rates,  on  the  basis  of  the  amount  of  space  devoted  to  eaeh  class  of 
service.    Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  €o.  (Kan.)  777. 

20.  Telephone  exchange  property  used  in  common  by  toll  and  local 
service  was  apportioned  between  these  services  in  fixing  a  rate  base  for 
the  latter,  on  the  basis  of  use,  in  the  proportion  the  toll  messages  bore 
to  the  total  number  of  calls  as  shown  by  a  peg  count,  equated  on  the 
basis  of  line  and  instrument  use,  using  a  coefficient  of  two  for  each 
exchange  call  and  a  coefficient  of  one  for  each  toll  call.  Re  Missouri  & 
K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  777. 

JV,  Electricity  and  heating. 

21.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  electric  rates  the  value  of 
a  steam  plant  was  apportioned  equally  between  the  electric  and  steam 
heating  departmeata  of  the  utility  where  it  appeared  that  the  steam- 
heating  business  antedated  the  electric  service,  and  was  not  therefore 
a  mere  by-product.    Re  Lockport  light,  Heat  &  P.  Co,  (^.  Y.)  675. 

APPRECIATIOH. 

Consideration  of  appreciation  in  determining  amount  of  accrued 
depreciation,  see  Valuation,  16. 

Consideration  of  adaptation  and  solidification  in  valuation  proceed- 
ings, see  Valuation,  33. 

Allowance  for  depreciation  of  natural  gas  leaseholds,  see  Valua- 
tion, 69. 

AJUZOHA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  grant  certifieeftes  of  convenience  and  neces- 
sity,  see  CBBTmoATSfl  of  Cokvkniencb  and  Nbcb08itt. 

ARBJEAjEtB* 

Discontinuance  of  service  where  consume)^  Ha  in  axirearil,  see  Pat* 

ASSESSMEMT. 

Assessed  vs^tm  for  itoMoa  o  vittim  •f  Talue  for  ntke  nakiog» 

see  Valuation,  14, 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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ASSIOHMEHT. 

TransferftblHty  of  right  to  operate  automobile  tran^ortation  line, 
aec  AtJTOMOBiLBa. 

ATTBACTIHO  CAPITAIi. 

See  Capital. 

AUTOMOBILES. 

Grievance  of  labor  union  against  street  railway,  as  ground  for 
granting  certificate  of  convenience  to  motor  bus  line,  see 
Monopoly  and  CJoMPErrnoN. 

Competition  between  automobiles  and  street  raUways,  see  Monop- 
oly AND  COUFBTITION,  1. 

Parking  of  automobiles  on  street  as  interferenoe  with  street  rail- 
way traffic,  see  Rbtubn,  61. 

Recommendation  for  co-operation  of  motor  truck  lines  with  rail- 
roads in  handling  freight  during  war  period,  p.  45. 

1.  The  right  to  operate  an  automobile  transportation  line  without 
securing  local  permits  or  a  certificate  from  the  California  Conunission 
allowed  under  chapter  213  of  the  Laws  of  1917  in  the  case  of  owners 
operating  in  good  faith  prior  to  May  1,  1917,  is  nontransferable.  Be 
Westmoreland  (Cal.)  318. 

AUTOTRUCK. 

See  Automobiles. 

BAHKBUPTCT. 

Effect  of  discharge  of  claim  by  bankruptcy,  see  Payioent,  3. 

BETTBBMBHTS. 

Consideration  of  need  for  future  expenditures  for  additions  in  fix- 

ing  rates,  see  Return,  4. 
Value  of  addition  added  to  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  7. 

BILLS  FOB  SEBVIOE. 

Payment  of,  see  Payicbnt. 

Right  to  discontinue  service  because  of  nonpayment  of  disputed 
bills,  see  Payment,  4. 

BOABD  OF  EDUCATIOir.  ' 

Not  bound  by  agreement  of  president  a^  to  payment  of  bills,  see 
Payment,  1. 

BOABD  OF  fl:EAI.TH. 

Powers  of,  as  affecting  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon 
purity  of  water  supply,  see  Service,  4. 

BOABD  OF  PUBUG  UTXLITT  OOMMIMIOHBBS. 

See  Commissions. 
P.U.E.1918C. 
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BOND  DISCOUNT. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  iBsued  for  additions  as  affected  by  dif- 
ference between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  value  repre- 
sented by  bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valua- 
tion, 3. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  20-32. 

BONDHOIJ>EB8. 

Bight  of  nonresident  bondhjQlders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  order  on  ground  of  di- 
versity of  citizenship,  see  Pabxieb,  2. 

BONDS. 

Xeeessity  of  approval  of  agreement  of  contracts  relative  to  pledged 

bonds,  see  ComassiOKB,  4. 
Consideration  of  interest  paid  on  bonds  in  fixing  return,  see  Ke- 

Tws,  37. 
Stock  rather  than  bonds  to  fund  floating  indebtedness,  see  Sboubitt 

Ibsxtss,  ^ 

BOOK  VAIiVE  OB  0O8T. 

Consideration  of,  in  aicertainiBg  value,  see  Valuation,  18. 

BBANOH  UNB. 

Apportionment  as  between  maia  and  branch  line,  see  Afpobtion- 

MENT,  6. 
Passenger  train  service  on  branch  line,  see  Service,  15. 

BBIDOES. 

See  also  Crossings. 

Railroad  not  required  to  construct  bridge  during  the  war  ptfiod, 
see  Service,  14. 

BUBDEN  OF  PBOOF. 

See  BviDBitOB. 

BUSINESS. 

Power  of  Commission  in  emergencies  to  change  rates  of  intarnrhan 
railways  to  protect  interest  of  utility  and  public,  see  Bai^b,  6. 

BUSINESS  TELEPHONES. 

Business  rate  for  telephone  in  drayman's  residence,  see  Rates,  30. 
Rule  of  telephone  company  relative  to  use  by  nonsubscribers  of  flat 
rate  stations,  see  Service,  28. 

BUSSES. 

As  to  motor  busses,  see  Automobiles. 

BT-PBOBOCrrS. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  ateamheating  d^Mfftments 
where  steamheating  is  not  by-product,  see  AppoBivoifHENT,  21. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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BY-PRODUCTS— <x)ntif»u€d. 

Gasolene  not  by-produoi  of  aaiural  gM  froduictuuly  aee  Vauia- 

TIONy  4. 

cabi.es. 

Bee  WiBBS  and  Cablss. 

OJJLIFORNIA. 

TraDBferability  of  right  to  operate  ^aitomobile  tranaportatioii  line, 
see  Adtomobilbs. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  Coounission  ol  agreemeiU  betweon  utllitj 
and  security  holders,  see  Ck>iociBSioNs,  4. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  see  Cbossingb. 

BeeoauaendatioB  by  California  GonuniaBioii  to  further  eflScieney  ol 
government  control  of  railroads  during  war,  see  Raiuoads. 
.    Water  company  required  to  refund  with  inUrmt,  charges  for  serv- 
ice connection,  and  meters,  see  R^abatiok. 

Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  re4|uiriag  utalitiea  to  make  im- 
provements during  period  of  war,  see  Sbbyigb^  14. 

OAFITAIm 

Commission  not  to  shift  burdeft  on  to  BMrnieipali^  of  increasing 

rates  so  as  to  attract  capital,  see  Rates,  6. 
Return  to  be  sufficient  to  attract  capital,  see  Retosii;  It,  13. 
Discount  on  securities  as  ehargeable  to  capital,  see  Vajuxation, 

29^2. 

OAPXTAUZATIOir. 

Of  earnings  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  11. 

OAFITAX*  STOCK. 

See  Stocks. 


See  Automobiles;    Intbbubban  Railways;    Raii4QADS;   Siber 
Railboaos. 

OAB8. 

Railroad  cars,  see  Railboaos. 

Power  of  Commission  over  distribution  of  coal  cars,  see  Sbbvicb, 
2,  3. 

Discussion  of  unsatisfactory  character  of  open  street  cars,  p.  529. 

CENTRAL  OFFICE. 

Apportionment  of  value  of  central  office  building  as  between  toU 
and  local  telephone  service,  see  Apfobtxonmknt,  19. 


CERTIFICATES  OF  COHVENIEIfCE  AHR 

TransferaMlity  of  right  to  operate  automobtle  tramportation  line 
witfaottt  certiftcation  of  convenience,  see  Automobilbs. 

P.U.R.1918C.  • 
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CERTIFICATE  OF  CONVENIENCE  AND  NECESSITY— continued. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  restrain  operation  of  utility  with- 
out certificate  of  convenience,  see  CoMaossiONS,  5. 

When  not  granted  to  motor  bus  in  competition  with  street  railway 
company,  see  Monop<».t  and  Competition.  1. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  spur  track  over 
same  route  for  which  an  extension  was  refused,  see  Sbbvice,  21. 

Annotation  on  certificates  of  convenience  and  necessity,  p.  408. 

Annotation  on  failure  to  secure  franchise  for  electric  utility  as 
affecting  power  of  Arizona  Commission  to  grant  certificates  of  con- 
venience and  necessity,  p.  409. 

1.  The  Pennsylvania  statutes  relating  to  the  issuance  of  certifleates 
of  public  convenience  do  not  enlarge  the  rights  of  an  electric  utility  so 
as  to  authorize  it,  in  effect,  to  exercise  the  right  of  eminent  domain  in 
conducting  its  lines  over  the  right  of  way  of  a  railroad,  but  pla^e  the 
exercise  of  such  rights  as  the  utility  already  had  under  the  regulatory 
control  of  the  Pennsylvania  Commission.  Re  Butler  Light,  Heat  & 
Motor  Co.  (Pa.)  442. 

2.  The  po&bible  or  prospective  unprofitableness  of  a  slnsfle  street 
railway  extension,  under  the  rate  of  fare  fixed  by  the  franchise,  does 
not  warrant  the  refusal  of  a  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  for 
such  extension.    Re  Union  R.  Co.  (K.  T.)  398. 

3.  In  granting  a  certificate  of  permission  and  approval  for  the  ex- 
ercise of  a  franchise  for  a  street  railway  extension,  the  New  ¥bi%: 
Commission,  First  District,  will  not  p&88  upon  the  question  of  the 
propriety  bf  requiring  transfers  between  the  extension  and  other  lines, 
where  the  franchise  is  silent  upon  the  subject.  Re  Union  R.  Co.  (N.  Y.) 
398. 

CHARACTER  OF  8SRVICZ. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  10. 

CHARaBS. 

See  Rates. 


Telephone  association  not  made  public  utility  by  accepting  fran- 
chise to  use  streets  and  violating  charter  by  serving  public,  see 
Public  Utilities,  2. 

CHURCHES. 

Furnishing  free  service  to  chiirches  as  discrimination^  see  Discrimi- 
nation, 2.  , 

CITIES. 

See  MUNIOIPALITDGS. 

CXTIZEKSHIP. 

Right  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  orders  on  ground  of 
diversity  of  citizenship,  see  Pasties,  2. 
P.U.R.1918C.  65 
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CLAIMS. 

Effect  of  discharge  of  claim  by  bankruptcy,  see  PATiaENT,  3. 
Right  to  discontinue  service  because  of  nonpayment  of  disputed 
claim,  see  Patmekt,  4. 

COAI.. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commisaion  in  authoris- 
ing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil  and 
coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Emergency  electric  rates  on  account  of  high  price  of  coal,  see  Re- 
turn, 27. 

Emergency  relief  on  account  of  high  cost  of  coal,  see  Rktubn,  27,  29. 

Power  of  Commission  over  distribution  of  coal  cars,  see  Ssbvige, 
2,  3. 

Curtailment  of  street  car  service  on  account  of  shortage  of  ooal, 
see  SKBViGBy  24. 

COA8TIHO. 

Coasting  of  street  cars  to  save  power,  see  Return,  53. 

COIXEGTINO. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of,  see  Appobtionment,  11. 

0OIX>BADO. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  see  Cbossuvos. 
Jurisdiction  of  Conunission  over  distribution  of  coal  cars  of  inter- 
state earriers,  see  Servici^  2,  3. 

COMMEBCE. 

See  Interstate  Commerce;  Intrasta/ib  Ooiciubgb. 

COMMEBOIAIi  EXPEH8ES. 

Apportionment  of  commercial  expenses,  see  Apportionmsivt,  11* 

COMMI88IOH8. 

/.  Jurisdiction^  potcerSj  and  duties^  1^9. 

a.  In  general,  1,  2. 

b.  To  determine  particular  fdnds  of  questions,  d—4^. 

1.  In  general,  d— 5. 

2.  To  construe  contracts,  6. 

3.  To  enforce  contracts,  7. 

4.  To  prevent  blocking  of  u>ater  by  rtUlroad  construe^ 

tion,  8, 

5.  To  regulate  railroads  under  Federal  control,  9, 
II,  Orders, 

Individual  members  of  Commission  as  parties  in  suit  to  enjoin  enforce- 
ment of  orders,  see  Parties,  3. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating  municipal 
plant,  see  Procedure. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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COMMISSIONS— ix>f»tintie<2. 

/.  Jurisdiction,  poivert,  and  duti€9. 

a,  in  general. 

To  change  rates  fixed  by  franchise,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1-6. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  with  respect  to  crossing  safe  for  trans- 
portation purposes,  see  Gbossinos,  3. 

Prohibition  as  remedy  to  restrain  Commission  attempting  to  act  out* 
side  its  jurisdiction,  see  Pbohibition. 

Over  rates,  see  Rates,  4-7. 

Juris^Hetlon  over  serrloe,  soe  Sewiob,  2-^5. 

Ihity  of  Commisskm  with  reference  to  reserved  land  held  by*  natural 
gas  company,  see  Valuation,  2. 

1.  The  Corporation  CommissioB  has  mieli  jurisdiction  and  authority 
only  as  is  expressly  or  by  necessary  implication  conferred  upon  it  by 
the  Constitution.  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Corporation  Commis- 
sion (Okla.)  69S. 

2.  A  determination  of  the  New  York  Commission,  Second  District, 
has  never  been  and  will  never  be  influenced  in  any  partieular  case  or  in 
any  branch  of  its  work  by  a  legislative  c<»nmittee  or  any  of  its  mem- 
bers.   Bm  Lockport  Light,  Heat  A  P.  Co.  <N.  Y.)  076. 

5.  To  determine  particuiar  "kinds  of  questions. 

1.  In  general, 

3.  The  Corporation  Commission  has  no  jurisdletion  or  authority 
to  require  the  performance  by  railway  companies  of  public  duties  which 
have  no  bearing  on  or  relation  to  the  transportation  of  either  pers^s 
or  property,  or  which  do  not  relate  in  any  way  to  the  transaction  of 
business  by  the  public  with  such  railway  companies.  Atchison,  T.  k 
S.  F.  R.  Co.  V.  Corporation  Commission  (Okla.)  508. 

4.  An  agreement  between  a  utility  and  its  security  holders,  detail- 
ing a  plan  for  the  payment  of  its  floating  indebtedness  and  for  the 
return  of  pledged  bonds  to  its  treasury,  by  reducing  the  interest  on  out- 
standing notes,  setting  aside  earnings,  waiving  the  sinking-fund  pro- 
vision of  a  trust  deed,  assessing  outstanding  stock,  and  deifepring  inter- 
est payments  on  outstanding  bonds,  need  not  be  approved  by  the  Cali- 
fornia Commission.    Re  Southwestern  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Cal.)  674. 

5.  The  Illinois  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  restrain  the  op- 
eration of  a  public  utility  that  has  not.  obtained  a  certificate  of  con- 
venience and  necessity;  since  its  authority  is  limited  by  the  Public 
Utilities  Act  to  the  prosecution  of  parties  in  the  proper  courts,  for 
violations  of  the  law.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Commission  ex  rel.  iBVans- 
ville  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Okaw  Valley  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.  (111.)  583. 

2.  To  construe  contracts, 

6.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  settle  a  dispute 
P.L'.R.IOISC. 
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COMMISSIONS— oo»«nt«jd. 

between  a  utility  and  a  consumer  involving  the  construction  of  a  con- 
tract between  them.  Commercial  Club  v.  Terre  HAutei  Waterworks  Co. 
<Ind.)  895. 

3.  To  enforce  contracts, 

7.  The  Montana  Commission  is  without  jurisdietion  to  adjudicate 
or  enforce  the  terms  of  a  connecting  line  contract  between  two  telephone 
utilities.  Intermountain  Tel^.  &  E.  Co.  v.  Mountain  States  Teleph. 
A  Teleg.  Co.  (Mont.)  120. 

4.  To  prevent  blocking  of  tomter  by  railrotid  construdion. 

0 

8.  The  Iowa  Commission  is  without  power  to  make  an  order  re- 
quiring a  railroad  company  to  reconstruct  its  tracks  so  as  to  provide 
sufficient  drainage  for  surfiace  water.  Cra|;aii  v.  Chicago,  R.  I.  &  P. 
R.  Co.  (Iowa)  62. 

5.  To  regulate  railroads  under  Federal  control, 

9.  Railroad  systems,  even  though  under  control  of  the  Federal  gov- 
ernment under  the  emerg^iqy  war  measure,  remains  suhjeet  to  all  exist- 
ing state  statutes  and  regulation  by  state  Mtnmiasions,  until  sach  time 
as  the  Director  General  of  Railroads  determines  to  the  contrary.  Astec 
Coal  Min.  Co.  v.  Colorado  k  S.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  381. 

I/.  Orders. 

Ab  to  orders  of  CMnraission,  aee  Obdkis, 

•OOMMOK  0ABRIEB8. 

See  Cabbieiib. 

lOOMMOH  EXOKAHOE  EXPENSE. 

Apportionment  of  common  exchange  expenses  as  between  local  tod 
toll  telephone  service,  see  AproBnoKiucNT,  13. 

I  f 

OOMMtlHlTIES» 

See  LocALinEa. 

COMPENSATIOir. 

Method  of  determining  whether  rates  afford  a  reasonable  compen- 
sation for  service,  see  Retubn,  5. 

Ittghts  of  consumers  against  abandonment  of  service  by  water  util* 
ity,  see  Sbbvice,  35. 

COMPETITION. 

See  MoNQPOLT  and  CoMPErmoN. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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COMPUklMT. 

JurSsdiction  of  the  Oklahoma  GommiBflion  over  complaint  as  to 
crossings  not  alleging  inadequacy  for  transportation  pttrposes, 
see  CBOBsnreB,  8. 

OOMPITTATIOK. 

Methods  of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depiudciation,  1,  8. 

ooHortrsioirs  of  ulw. 

Review  of,  see  Afpbal  and  Revicw. 

COHDITXONS. 

Conditions  imposed  upon  authorising  consolidation  or  merger,  see 

Ck>N80LII>ATI0N,  MeROEB,  AND  SaLE. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating  mu- 
nicipal plant,  see  Pbocbdubs. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  in  author- 
izing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil  and 
coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Redemption  conditions  of  preferred  stock,  see  SscinaTT  lasuas,  6. 

CONFISCATION. 

Determlnatioh  that  rates  are  not  confiscatory  as  not  determining 
reasonableness,  see  Rates,  3. 

Ordinance  fixing  rates  to  produce  return  less  than  local  rates  of  in- 
terest on  money  as  taking  of  property  without  due  process  of 
law,  see  Rstubn,  14. 

CONOBE8S. 

Power  to  increase  intrastate  rates  to  eliminate  discrimination 
against  interstate  rates,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion, 1,  2. 

CONNECTING  LINE  CONTRACTS. 

See  Contracts. 

CONNECTIONS. 

See  Physical  Connections;  Service  Connbctionb. 

CONSENT. 

Effect  of  consent  to  reference  of  cause  to  master,  see  Appeal  and 
Review,  1. 

CONSOUBATION,  MERGER,  AN1>  SALE. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  of  consolidated  street  railway 
system  serving  many  communities,  see  Return,  31. 

Annotation  of  jurisdiction  and  duties  of  Commission  relative  to 
consolidation  and  merger  of  public  utility,  p.  802. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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CONSOLIDATION,  MERGER,  AND  SALE— continiicd. 

Annotation  on  condltionn  impoBed  upon  authorizing  a  consolidation 
or  merger,  p.  802. 

1.  Upon  the  question  of  whether  the  transfer  of  a  public  utility  is 
for  the  public  good  the  purchase  price  is  immaterial,  since  the  approval 
by  the  Commission  of  the  transfer  at  the  purchase  price  named  cannot 
be  taken  as  a  basis  for  the  issuance  of  securities  or  as  a  rate  base.  Re 
Hooksett  Aqueduct  Co.  (N.  H.)   389. 

2.  An  electric  utility  was  permitted  to  purchase  the  capital  stock 
of  several  subsidiary  companies  for  the  aggregate  amount  of  their  capi- 
tal stock,  as  authorized  by  the  Commission  in  proceedings  by  the  re- 
spective companies,  where  the  utility  entered  the  territory  only  at  the 
request  of  the  owners  of  the  local  company,  or  the  community,  or  both, 
in  order  to  give  better  service  or  assume  the  responsibilities  of  the 
subsidiaries.    Re  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.)  792. 

CONSTITUTION. 

Oklahoma  Commission  having  only  such  power  as  granted  by  the 
Constitution,  see  Coiciiissioi^is,  1, 

OONSTIT17TIONAI*  I.AW. 

/.   Impairment  of  contracts,  l-^S, 

When  question  as  to  validity  of  order  of  Missouri  Commission  must 
be  raised,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  7. 

Ordinance  fixing  rates  to  produce  return  less  than  local  rates  of  inter- 
est on  money  as  taking  of  property  without  due  process  of  law, 
see  Return,  14. 

/.  Impainnent  of  contracts. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  provision  in  franchise  granted  under  a  mu- 
nicipality's constitutional  authority,  giving  the  Commission  jurisdic- 
tion to  alter  the  rates  prescribed  therein,  p.  401. 

1.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  has  power  to  fix  rates  for  nat- 
ural gas  irrespective  of  the  provisions  of  a  franchise  granted  by  a 
municipality  acting  under  legislative  authority.  Re  West  Virginia 
Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

2.  The  state's  power  of  regulation,  through  the  Maine  Commission, 
is  not  abridged  by  a  franchise  rate  contract  between  a  municipality  and 
a  public  utility;  it  appearing  that  the  municipality  had  no  direct 
authority  to  make  such  a  contract,  and  that  the  utility  had  been  author- 
ized to  fix  its  own  rates.  Re  Cumberland  County  Power  &  L.  Co.  ( Me. ) 
937. 

3.  By  a  consent  given  by  a  municipality  to  a  sewerage  company 
under  the  Act  of  1898  (Pamph.  Laws,  484;  3  Comp.  Stat.  1910,  p.  3584), 
maximum  and  minimum  rates  were  fixed.  Subsequently  the  sew^erage 
company  petitioned  the  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners  for  per- 
mission to  increase  rates.  Held,  that  the  Board  had  power  to  increase 
rates.    Collingswood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  Collingswood  (N.  J.)  261. 

4.  An  ordinance  granting  consent  of  a  municipality  to  the  incor- 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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CONSTITUTIONAL  LAW--«onti»med. 

poration  of  a  sewerage  company  under  the  Act  of  1808,  and  fixing 
maximum  and  minimum  rates,  is  a  grant  upon  condition  rather  than  a 
contract.  The  legislature  may  clothe  a  public  Commission  with  power 
to  fix  higher  rates  upon  petition  by  the  sewerage  company.  Collings- 
wood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  ColUngswood  (N.  J.)  261. 

5.  The  Maine  Commission  is  not  bound,  in  a  rate  proceeding,  by 
a  contract  between  a  utility  and  municipality  to  which  the  rate-making 
power  is  not  reserved.     Re  Guilford  Water  Co.   (Me.)   916. 

CONSTRUCTION  AND  EQUIPMENT. 

Apportionment  of  railroad  work  equipment  as  between  freight  and 
passenger  service,  see  Apportionment,  8. 

Limitation  of  new  construction  of  railroad,  see  Railboads. 

Installation  of  stock  yard  scales  at  point  of  shipment,  see  Sebvige, 
16,  17. 

Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  by  court  on  ac- 
count of  governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  Sebvige,  18. 

Improvement  of  spur  track,  see  Sebvige,  22,  23. 

Unnecessary  street  railway  improvements  to  be  suspended  during 
war  period,  see  Stbebt  Railways. 

Value  of  addition  to,  as  added  to  original  cost,  see  Valuation,  7. 

Expenditures  on  roadbed  after  construction  as  chargeable  to  main- 
tenance and  not  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  34. 

Consideration  of  incomplete  construction  in  valuation  proceedings, 
see  Valuation,  35. 

Discussion  of  unsatisfactory  character  of  open  street  cars,  p.  529. 
Recommendation  relative  to  eflSciency  of  railroad  equipment  during 
war  period,  p.  42. 

CONSUMERS  AND  PATRONS. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  construe  contract  between  utility 

and  consumer,  see  Commissions,  6. 
No  discrimination  in  telephone  toll  rates  as  between  subscribers 

and  nonsubscribers,  see  Disgbimination,  8. 
Payment  of  bills  by,  see  Payment. 
Small  consumer  to  pay  service  charge   for  electric   lighting,   see 

Rates,  13. 
Profits  of  shipper  as  determining  whether  tariff  rate  is  local  or 

only  factor  of  through  rate,  see  Rates,  18. 
Application  of  through  rate  to  local  traffic  by  shipper,  see  Rates, 

19. 
Unfavorable  rate  contract  with  municipality  as  affecting  rates  of 

private  consumer,  see  Retubn,  1. 
Public  utilities  not  permitted  to  shift  entire  burden  of  war-time 

high  prices  upon  consumers,  see  Retubn,  24,  25. 
Utility  to  furnish  information  to  consumers,  see  Sebvige,  1. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  installation  or  sale  of  gas  ranges, 

see  Service,  5. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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C0NSUMEBJ5  AND  PATR0N8--wmtmti«f. 

Discount  on  bills  in  lieu  of  fine  for  inadequate  senrice,  see  Sbbvicb^ 
13. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  use  of  profane  language, 
see  Sebvice,  29,  30. 

Duty  of  telephone  company  to  include  subscribers'  names  in  direc- 
tory, see  Service,  32. 

Rights  of  consumers  against  abandonment  of  service  by  water 
utility,  see  Sebvicb,  35. 

Allowance  for  value  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  coasumers, 
see  Valuation,  43. 

COHTIHGEHCIES. 

Return  to  provide  surplus  for  contingencies,  see  Retvbiv,  11. 
Amount  of  allowance  for  contingencies  for  street  railway,  see  Rb- 
TUBN,  45. 

COHTRACTOR. 

Liability  of  Board  of  Education  for  nonpayment  of  bilb  by  con- 
tractor, see  Payment,  1. 

COHTRAOT8. 

Necessity  of  approval  by  Commission  of  agreement  between  utility 

and  security  holders,  see  Commissions,  4. 
Power  of  Indiana  Commission  to  construe  contract  between  utility 

and  consumer,  see  Commissions,  6. 
Power  of  Commisflion  to  enforce  terms  of  connecting  line  contract 

between  telephone  companies,  see  Commissions,  7. 
Impairment  of,  see  Constitutional  Law,  1-5. 
Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  1-5. 
Estoppel  of  state  by  ultra  vires  franchise  rate  contract  between 

city  and  utility,  see  Estoppel. 
Power  of  Commission  over  division  of  profits  from  connecting  line 

contract,  see  Intebgobpobate  Relations. 
Unfavorable  rate  contract  with  municipality  as  affecting  rates  of 

private  consumer,  see  Retubn,  1. 

CONTROI.LEB. 

Proper  use  of  street  car  controller  for  purpose  of  saving  power,  see 
Retubn,  53. 

CONVENIEHCE  AND  NECE88ITT. 

See  Cebtificatbs  of  Convenience  ani>  Nbcbssttt. 

CORPORATION  COMMISSION. 

See  Commissions. 

CORPORATIONS. 

Dissolution  of  public  service  corporation,  see  DissoLunoif. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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COST  OF  REPRODVCnON. 

See  RspiKW>ucTXON  CoaT. 

COST  OF  REPBODUCTIOH  V£W  LESS  DEPRECIATION. 

See  Reproduction  Cost  less  Depbeciation.  ,    . 

COSTS  AND  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtioniubnt. 

Apportionment  of  costs  and  expenseB  between  toll  and  local  tele- 
phone eerviee,  see  Apportionment,  9-18. 

State  as  well  as  dty  and  county  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  cost 
of  crossing,  see  Cbossings,  2. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  |»ecause  of  change  of  eonditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Conunission  and  government  of  city  operating  mu- 
nicipal plant,  see  Pbocedube. 

Mutual  telephone  company  rendering  service  on  basis  of  actual 
cost  as  public  utility,  see  Pusuo  Utilities,  1. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  in  author- 
ising increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil  and 
coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Increased  cost  of  labor  sod  materials  as  justifying  six-cent  fare  on 
street  railways,  see  Rates,  23. 

Consideration  of  operating  expenses  in  fixing  return^  see  Return, 
43-54. 

Allowance  of  overhead  expenses  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Val- 
uation, 20-27. 

Market  value  of  contiguous  land  plus  added  cost  of  acquisition  as 
value  of  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  62. 

COUNTIES. 

State  as  well  as  city  and  county  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  cost 
of  crossing,  see  Crossings,  2. 

COVPON  BOOKS. 

Discrimination  by  street  railway  company  in  issuing  coupon  tick- 
ets without  limitation  as  to  ownership  or  time  of  use,  see  Dis- 
okimination,  6. 

COURTS. 

Review  of  orders  of  Commiesien,  see  Appeal  and  Review. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  with  respect  to  utility's  operating 
without  certificate  as  limited  to  prosecution  in  court  for  vio- 
lation of  the  law,  see  Commissions,  5. 

Jurisdiction  of  equity  to  restrain  utility  from  discontinuing  service, 
see  Injunction. 

Right  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  orders  on  ground  of 
diversity  of  citizenship,  see  Parties,  2. 

1.  A  suit  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened  interference  fay  state 
authorities  with  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  increased  intra- 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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COURTS--con*»n«ed. 

Btate  rates  conformably  to  an  order  of  the  Interstate  G<Hnmerce  Com- 
mission, made  for  the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrimination  against 
interstate  commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity  between  existing 
intrastate  rates  and  interstate  rates,  which  latter  the  Commission  found 
to  be  reasonable, — is  not  one  to  enforce  an  order  of  the  Commission, 
which  under  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L.  219,  ehap.  32, 
Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  994),  may  only  be  brought  in  the  Federal  district 
court  which  embraces  the  residence  of  the  parties  upon  whose  petition 
the  order  was  made,  but  is  one  which  comes  within  the  provision  in  the 
Act  of  June  18,  1910  (36  Stat,  at  L.  539,  chap.  309),  §  1  (repeated  in 
Judicial  Code,  §  207),  which  preserves  and  continues  the  general  juris- 
diction of  the  district  courts  over  cases  and  proceedings  not  therein 
enumerated.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commiasion  (U.  S.) 
279. 

2.  Cross  bills  in  suits  by  carriers  to  enjoin  threatened  interference 
by  state  authorities  with  compliance  with  an  order  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  which  assail  the  validity  of  the  Commission's 
order  and  pray  that  it  be  set  aside  and  annulled,  and  that  the  United 
States  and  the  Commission  be  enjoined  from  enforcing  it,  and  the  car- 
riers from  complying  with  it,  must  be  dismissed  for  want  of  jurisdic- 
tion where  the  original  suits  are  brought  in  a  Federal  district  other 
than  the  one  wherein  is  the  residence  of  the  party  upon  whose  petition 
the  order  was  made;  since  in  subject-matter  and  purpose  such  cross 
bills  are  suits  to  set  aside  the  Commission's  order  which,  under  the 
Judicial  Code,  §§  208  and  211,  must  be  brought  against  the  United 
States,  and  which,  under  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L. 
219,  chap.  32,  Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  994),  may  be  brought  only  in  the 
districts  designated.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(U.  S.)  279. 

CROM  BIIX8. 

Proper  districts  for  cross  bills  in  suit  by  carrier  to  enjoin  inter- 
ierence  with  compliance  of  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Com- 
mission, see  CouBTB,  2. 

CROSSINGS. 

/.  In  general,  1,  2, 
II.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  duties  of  Cotnwiis^ions,  3m 

1.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  construction  of  crossings,  p.  594. 

Annotation  on  construction  of  private  farm  crossings  under  South 
Dakota  statute,  p.  595. 

Annotation  on  elimination  of  grade  crossings,  p.  595. 

Annotation  on  division  of  expense  of  elimination  of  grade  crossings, 
p.  596. 

1.  The  requiring  of  the  performance  by  railway  companies  of  their 
public  duties  under  the  law  of  constructing  and  maintaining,  proper, 
r.U.R.1918C. 
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CROSSINGS— co»*tfitted. 

safe,  and  adequate  orosftingB  wlii^re  their  tracks  cross  the  public  high- 
ways, and  the  building  and  maintainh^  of  proper  and  adequate  via- 
ducts, bridges,  and  culverts  as  may  be  necessary  for  the  public  safety 
and  convenience,  come  within  the  police  power  of  the  state,  and  may 
be  fully  and  completely  enforced.  Atchison,  T.  &  8.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Cor- 
poration Commission  (Okla.)  598. 

2.  The  New  York  statute  fixing  the  procedure  for  an  accounting 
between  the  parties  liable  for  the  expense  of  the  establishment  of  a 
highway  crossing  over  a  railroad  right  of  way  primarily  paid  by  the 
railroad  company,  specially  providing  for  interest  subsequent  to  the 
accounting  where  a  railroad  company  or  a  municipality  fails  to  pay  the 
amount  due,  but  making  no  provision  for  interest  upon  the  failure  of 
the  Commission  of  Highways,  as  the  state's  representative,  to  make  pay- 
ment, nevertheless  contemplates  that  the  state  pay  interest  up  to  the 
time  the  accounting  has  been  actually  completed,  on  the  sum  due  from 
it  to  the  railroad  company,  which  has  acted  in  good  faith  throughout 
the  transaction.    Re  SUte  Highway  No.  5459  (N.  Y.)  590. 

II.  JurladUftion,  powers,  and  duties  of  Comm>iS9ion»* 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  p.  593. 

3.  The  Oklahoma  Corporation  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to 
entertain  a  complaint  as  to  the  crossings  maintained  by  a  railroad  com- 
pany where  there  is  no  allegation  that  the  condition  of  the  crossings 
affects,  in  any  way,  the  safety  of  persons  or  property  being  transported 
by  the  railroad.  Atchison,  Topeka,  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v.  Corporation  Com- 
mission (Okla.)  598. 

CUI.VEBT8. 

See  Cbobsinos. 

CURVES. 

Use  of  curves  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  Valuation,  15. 

DAJCAGES. 

Table  of  comparative  amounts  paid  by  street  railway  companies  for 
injuries  and  damages,  p.  544. 

DEFAULT. 

Liability  of  owner  of  building  of  default  of  contractor  in  payment 
of  bills  for  service,  see  Payment,  1. 

DEXAHD. 

As  basis  of  apportionment  of  investment  in  natural  gas  plant,  see 
Apportionment,  2. 

DEPR2CIATIOH. 

/.  Method  of  eomputingf  1,  2. 
II,  Special  factors  affecting  natural  gas  plantSf  8,  4. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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DEPRECIATION— <»n«ni*ed. 

III.  Necessity  for  providing  for  depreeioUon  of  »»fuUoipal  jilani. 

XV,  Rate  of  depreciation^  &^i9n 

a.  Electric  plant,  5. 

I>.  Natural  gas  plants  6. 

i\  Telephone  plants  T-^IO, 

d.  Water  plant,  11,  12. 

Amount  included  for  depreciation  to  be  credited  to  depredation  resenre, 
see  Retubn,  43. 

Capitalization  of  depreciation  fund,  see  Secxtbttt  Issteb,  10. 

Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Val- 
uation, 16-18. 

Definition  of  depreciation,  p.  224. 

1.  Method  of  cotn/puting* 

1.  In  determining  a  proper  allowance  for  future  depreciation  of  nat- 
ural gas  property,  including  the  amortization  of  certain  elememta  there- 
of, the  West  Virginia  Commission  applied  the  straight-line  method 
based  upon  the  estimated  useful  life,  less  salvage  value,  as  was  ascer- 
tained and  disclosed  by  past  experience  and  present  conditions.  Re 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.   (W.  Va.)   193. 

2.  The  property  of  one  street  railway  company  is  not  so  similar  to 
that  of  another  that  a  uniform  percentage  of  depreciation  can  safely 
be  applied,  in  the  absence  of  a  special  investigation,  in  estimating  the 
Annual  amount  to  be  set  aside  for  that  purpose.  Re  Springfield  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

//.  Special  factors  affecting  natural  gas  plants. 

Rapid  depletion  of  natural  gas  property  as  affecting  rate  of  return,  see 
Return,  16. 

3.  Sufiicient  allowance  must  be  made  for  depredation,  in  the  case 
•of  natural  gas  utilities,  not  only  to  take  care  of  the  lessening  value  of 
the  plant,  due  to  use,  exposure,  etc.,  but  also  to  amortize  the  wearing 
value  of  their  plants  measured  by  the  estimated  probable  life  of  their 
gas  supply.     Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  198. 

4.  The  function  of  the  depreciation  reserve  for  a  natural  gas  utility 
is  more  for  the  purpose  of  restoring  the  investment  to  the  investors  than 
to  keep  it  intact  by  the  replacement  of  worn  out  property,  where,  in 
Ihe  event  of  a  fai'ure  in  the  gas  field,  the  plant  will  be  useless  and  of 
salvage  value  only.    Re  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  1. 

HI.  Necessity  of  providing  for  depreciation  of  municipal  pHant. 

Discussion  of  the  unsoundness  of  the  policy  of  a  municipality  in  not 
providing  a  depreciation  reserve  for  a  municipal  plant,  p.  502. 

IV.  Rate  of  depreciation. 

Discussion  of  rate  of  depreciation  ot  various  kinds  of  street  railway 
property,  p.  634. 
P.U.R.iniSC. 
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DEPRECIATION— ixm<tn««cf. 

a.  Biectrie  plantn 

5.  An  allowance  of  4.94  per  cent  was  fixed  as  a  proper  amount  for 
annual  depreciation  of  an  electric  distributing  company.  Re  Carrier 
Mills  Utilities  Co.   (111.)   133. 

ft.  Natural  goA  planf. 

Annotation  on  annual  allowances  for  depreciation  for  natural  gas 
utility,  p.  475. 

Discussion  of  rate  of  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plants,  p.  224. 

6.  A  natural  gas  company  was  held  entitled  to  set  aside  annually 
as  depreciation  reserve,  7  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  production  invest- 
ment, 6  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  transmission  investment,  and  4  per 
cent  of  the  value  of  its  distribution  and  general  investment.  Re  United 
Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

o.  Telepfume  plant. 

Annotation  on  amount  of  annual  allowanoe  for  telephoii«  utUity, 
p.  571. 

7.  An  annual  allowance  of  6  per  cent  on  all  physical  property  ex- 
clusive of  lands,  materials,  and  supplies  is  adequate  to  provide  for  de- 
preciation of  a  telephone  plant  in  good  condition.  Re  Home  Teleph.  Co. 
(Ind.)   489. 

8.  An  annual  allowance  of  6.5  per  cent  of  the  reprodntttioii  cost  new 
of  physical  property  WM  made  lor  aeorufaig  depreoiatioii  »  a  tdephone 
rate  case.    Re  Jdissouri  k  K.  TeUph.  Co.  ( Kan. )  55. 

9.  A  telephone  utility  was  directed  annually  to  set  aaiAe  a  reserve 
based  upon  6^  per  cent  of  the  value  of  its  property  to  protvide  for  de- 
preciation, deterioration,  and  obeolesceace  in  its  property  and  equip- 
ment.   Re  Bear  River  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (Utah)  6M, 

10.  An  annual  allowance  of  $20,000  was  made  for  accruing  deprecia- 
tion, inadequacy,  and  obsoleseeaee  fdr  a  telephone  plant  in  84.48  per 
cent  condition,  having  a  rate  value  of  $350,000.  Re  Missouri  ft  K. 
Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  777. 

d.  Water  plant, 

11.  An  allowance  approximating.  ^^  of  1  per  cent  per  year  for  depre- 
ciation of  a  gravity  water  plant  is  not  unreasonably  high.  Re  Guilford 
Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 

12.  An  allowance  of  2  per  cent  was  fixed  for  annual  depreciation  of 
a  water  plant.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

DEVEI^OPMSHT  COSTS. 

Allowance  for,  as  going  value,  see  Valuation,  50-58* 

DIBECTOR  eSlfB&AIi  OiP  RAIUBOAlMi. 

See  Railboads. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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DIRECTORIES. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of,  see  App(»tionicent,  11,  15. 
Duty  of  telephone  company  to  include  subscribers'  names  in  direc- 
tory, 8ce  Service,  32. 

DISOONTINUAHCE  OF  SERVICE. 

Generally,  see  Abandonment  of  Service. 
For  nonpayment  of  bills,  see  Payment. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  use  of  profane  language, 
see  Sebvice,  29,  30. 

DISCOUKT. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of 

natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 

company,  see  Obdeks,  1. 
Discount  on  bills  in  lieu  of  fine  for  inadequate  service,  see  Service, 

13. 
Consideration  of  discoimt  on  securities  in  valuation  proceedings, 

see  Valuation,  29-32. 

DISCREDimrG. 

Of  witnesses,  see  Witnesses. 

DISCRIMIMATIOH. 

1.  Bates,  i— P. 

a*  Iff  genemlf  !• 

b.  CanceatUniB  to  partie%dmr  tiaaacB  of  eonrntmerSf  9* 

c.  DiS€nHmination  by  partieuUir  utHiUes,  d— P. 

1.  Electricity f  3,  4. 
j9.  Street  milwayOf  O^l. 

a,  T^ephones,  8,  9.  * 

//.  Service,  10^1». 

I.  Batem, 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  remove  discrimlnatioii 
against  interstate  commerce,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion, 1,  2. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  award  reparation  on  account 

of  discriminatory  rates,  p.  958. 

1.  A  telephone  utility  should  discontinue  the  rendering  of  free  tele- 
phone service,  except  to  its  officers  and  employees.  Be  Home  Teleph. 
Co.  (Ind.)   489. 

b.  Concessions  to  particular  classes  of  consttmers^ 

Annotation  on  telephone  r»tM.  lor  peiBOn  xmMBg  more  Uiaa  one  in* 
strument,  p.  790. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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DISCRIMINATION— continued. 

2.  Furnishing  free  service  to  the  residence  of  the  village  president 
and  to  churches,  in  compliance  with  franchise  provisions,  constitutes 
an  unlawful  discrimination;  since  such  service  cannot  be  regarded  as 
compensation  to  the  village  for  the  privileges  accorded  the  utility  within 
the  rule  that  the  furnishing  of  free  service  to  a  municipality  in  com- 
pliance with  franchise  provisions  does  not  constitute  a  discrimination 
in  so  far  as  it  may  be  regarded  as  a  reasonable  compensation  for  the 
right  to  occupy  the  streets.     Re  Carrier  Mills  Utilities  Co.  (111.)   133. 

o.  Discrimination  by  pariicuiar  ntiliiies. 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  rates  by  railroads,  p.  957. 

i.  Electricity. 

3.  The  practice  of  an  electric  company,  establishing  a  rate  for  power 
on  the  demand  basis,  of  supplying  some  of  its  customers  with  demand 
meters  and  of  using  the  stop-watch  method  of  determining  the  demand 
of  others,  is  discriminatory,  and  the  cost  of  installing  the  meters  or  the 
difficulty  in  getting  them  is  immaterial.  Re  Lockport  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  675. 

4.  Discrimination  is  not  shown  by  apparent  differences  in  the 
charges  of  an  electric  schedule  per  kw.  hr.  depending  upon  the  amount 
of  current  used,  where  the  calculation  ignores  the  service  charge  or 
treats  it  as  if  it  were  really  a  charge  for  the  electricity  supplied.  Re 
Lockport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   675. 

2,  Street  railivays. 

m 

5.  A  strong  presiunption  of  discrimination  arises  where  different 
rates  of  fare  are  charged  on  railway  lines  operating  from  a  common 
center  under  conditions  that  are  very  much  alike.  Re  Ctunberland 
County  Power  &  L.  Co.  (Me.)  937. 

6.  Railway  ticket  books  good  for  a  specified  number  of  rides  at  a 
reduced  fare  without  any  limitation  as  to  ownership  or  time  of  use  arc 
unjustly  discriminatory;  and  it  is  immaterial  that  they  are  issued  in 
fulfilment  of  a  condition  to  the  grant  of  a  municipal  franchise.  Re 
Cumberland  County  Power  &  L.  Co.  (Me.)  937. 

7.  Refusal  of  a  Commission  to  permit  the  continuance  of  a  dis- 
criminatory franchise  rate,  imposed  as  a  condition  of  allowing  a  rail- 
way company  to  drive  its  cars  over  a  4-foot  strip  between  the  tetmini 
of  two  railroad  tracks  already  existing  in  the  same  street,  does  not  de- 
prive the  municipality  of  any  right  through  a  technicality;  since  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Commission  to  see  that  each  community  and  all  patrons 
receive  service  at  just  rates  measured  by  the  same  general  rules.  Re 
Cumberland  County  Power  ft  L.  Co.  (Me.)  937. 

• 

3,  Telephones, 

Annotation  on  telephone  rates  for  grounded  and  metallic  system, 
p.  791. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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DISCRIMINATION--oon«nu€d. 

8.  There  should  be  no  discrimination  in  telephone  toll  rates  as  be- 
tween subscribers  and  nonsubscribers.  Re  Troy  &  H.  Creek  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  668.    • 

9.  Identical  rates  for  one  and  two  party-telephone'  line  serrioe  are 
discriminatory,  and  should  not  exist.  Re  Missouri  ft  K.  Teleph.  Co. 
(Kan.)  65. 

II,  Service, 

Annotation  on  discrimination  in  service  by  railroads,  p.  960. 

10.  Requiring  a  railroad  to  widen  curves  in  a  particular  spur  track 
to  permit  the  movement  ol  40-foot  cars  for  the  benefit  of  patrons  en- 
titled to  service  upon  it  does  not  create  a  discrimination  against  other 
shippers  upon  similar  tracks.    Re  Cover  &  Co.  (Mass.)  504. 

11.  The  practice  of  a  water  utility  furnishing  domestic  and  irriga- 
tion service,  in  delivering  all  waters  used  by  consumers  who  have  no 
irrigation  service  installation  through  the  domestic  line  without  limita- 
tion of  use,  is  discriminatory,  where  the  use  of  water  for  irrigation  is 
limited  by  a  rotation  system.  Monte  Vista  Valley  Bd.  of  Trade  v. 
Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Asso.  (Cal.)  748. 

12.  The  practice  of  a  utility  engaged  in  furnishing  water  for  domes- 
tic and  irrigation  uses  under  a  plan  contemplating  a  distinct  system  for 
each  service,  in  installing  a  separate  domestic  service  for  some  cus- 
tomers, while  requiring  others  who  are  already  furnished  water  for 
both  uses  through  the  irrigation  system  to  install  the  domestic  service 
at  their  expense,  is  unjustly  discriminatory.  Monte  Vista  Valley  Bd. 
of  Trade  v.  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Asso.  (Cal.)  748. 

DISIPITTED  BIXX8* 

Right  to  discontinue  service  beoattse  of  nonpayment  of,  see  Pax* 

USST,  4. 

Annotation  on  dissolution  of  ynblic  service  corporation,  p.  760. 

DISTBIBUTIHG  COMPANT. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  ratea  d 
natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 
company,  see  Obdbbs,  1. 

Consideration  of  fact  that  commodity  is  purchased  indirectly 
through  company  controlled  by  stockholders,  see  Retubn,  44. 

Amount  of  return  for  electric  distributing  company,  see  Rbtubn,  32. 

DI8TBIBUTIOH  OF  CARS. 

Power  of  Commission  over,  see  Sotyxc^  2,  3. 

• 

DISTRICT  OF  COI.1JMBIA. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  In  au- 
thorizing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil 
and  coal,  see  Rates,  15. 
P.U.R,1918C. 
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DISTRICTS. 

Proper  district  for  tait  by  eftrrier  to  enjotn  luterlerenoe  with  com- 
pliance with  order  of  Interstate  Commeroe  ConuBission,  see 
Courts,  1,  2. 

bivsrsitt. 

Right  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  orders  on  ground  of  di- 
versity of  citizenship,  see  Pabties,  2. 

DIVIDENDS. 

Issuance  of  preferred  stock  carrying  pumulative  dividends  of  7  per 

cent,  see  Sbcubitt  Issues,  4. 
Security  issues  for  payment  of  dividends,  see  Sboubitt  Ibsuks,  7. 

fl 

DrmioK  OF  ntoFiTs. 

Power  of  Commission  over  division  of  profits  from  connecting  line 
contiract,  see  IirrcBcosPOBAiK  RxLATKme. 

DOMESTIC  COHSUIKEBS. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  as  between  domestic  and  in- 
dustrial business,  see  AppoBTiovrMENT,  3. 

Discrimination  between  domestic  consumers  and  irrigation  ocAsum- 
ers,  see  DiscBxiinrATioN,  11. 

DRAn^S. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commission  to  prevent  railroad  company  construct* 
ing  track  so  as  to  prevent  drainage  of  surface  water,  see  Coic- 

MISSIONS,  8. 

DRATMAN. 

Business  or  residence  rates  for  telephone  in  drayman's  residence^ 
see  Rates,  30. 

DRIXiIiIllG. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells,  see  Apportion- 

ICENT,  1. 

Cost  of  drilling  of  natural  gaa  welk  not  to  be  oapitaliMd  when  al- 
ready charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  36. 

DUE  PROCESS  OF  ULW. 

See  Constitutional  Law. 

DITTIES. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Coumissions. 

EARHIHOS. 

Generally,  0e«  RnuBN. 

Issuance  of  securities  for  reimbursing  treasury  fMr  earnings  ex- 
pended for  capital  purposes,  8«e  SBcuBrrr  Issues,  lO^lS. 
Capitalization  of,  as  measure  of  value,  eeer  VALVATitOf,  11. 
P.U.IL1918C.  66 
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EASEMENTS. 

Valuation  of  right  of  way  amounting  only  to  ma  easement^  see 
Valuation,  60. 

EFFIOIEHCT. 

Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  10. 
War  time  rates  should  afford  sufficient  revenue  to  maintain  utility 

at  maximum  efficiency,  see  Retubn,  10. 
Efficiency  in  management  as  factor  in  fixing  return,  see  Retubn, 

15. 

ELECTRICITT. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  ste^m-heating  department, 
see  Appobtionment,  21. 

Effect  of  Pennsylvania  statute  as  authorizing  ekotric  eompany  to 
exercise  power  of  eminent  domain  in  constructing  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Csbtificateb  of  GoirysNiENCV  axd 
Necessity,  1. 

Electric  company  permitted  to  purchase  caiMtal  stock  of  aubsidiar^ 
companies,  see  Consolidation,  Meboeb,  and  Saue,  2. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  electric  plant,  see  DraPBBCiATiON,  5. 

Discrimination  by  electric  company,  see  Discrimination,  3,  4. 

Utility  permitted  to  file  rates  where  ordinance  rates  are  indefinite, 
see  Rates,  2. 

Power  of  Ohio  cities  to  fix  electrical  rates  for  power,  see  &ATBa,  S. 

JKates  for,  see  Rates,  13,  14. 

Emergency  electric  rates  on  account  of  war  prices  of  coal,  see  Rc- 
TUBN,  27. 

Amount  of  return  for  electric  utility,  see  Return,  32,  33. 

Proper  operation  of  street  cars  to  save  electric  power,  see  Bramui, 
53. 

Cutting  off  of  electric  signs  and  street  lights  when  making  neces- 
sary repairs  to  plant,  see  Service,  10. 

Allowance  for  value  of  reserve  steam  plant,  see  Valuation,  42. 

ELECTRIC  RAILWAYS. 

See  INTOBUBBAN  RAILWAYS  ^  StIEBT  RAILWAYS. 

ELECTRIC  SIGNS. 

Cutting  of  electric  signs  when  making  necessary  repairs  to  plant, 
see  Service,  10. 

EMEROENCT. 

Elimination  of  competition  as  means  of  efficiency  during  war  emer- 
gency, see  Monopoly  and  Gokpetition. 
Government  control  of  railroads  as  war  entcrgeacy  measure,  see 

EAIUtOADS. 

Power  of  Commission  in  emergencies  to  change  rates  of  interurban 
railways  to  protect  interesi  of  utUity  and  puhlie,  see  Rates,  5. 
P.U.R.19180. 


INDEX.  1043 

EMERGENCY— confiiwed. 

Increase  in  interurban  passenger  rates  as  war  emergency  measure, 

see  Retubn,  7. 
Emergency  rates  on  account  of  war  conditions,  see  Hetub:(«  27-30. 

SMIHEKT  DOMAIN. 

Effect  of  Pennsylvania  statute  as  authorizing  electric  company  to 
exercise  power  of  eminent  domain  in  constructing  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Cebtificates  of  Convenience  and 
Kecsssity,  1. 


Wage  basis  for  electric  railway  employees,  see  Retubn,  50. 

Discussion ,  of  wage  scale  and  labor  conditions  for  street  railway 
employees,  p.  833. 

SNGINEEBIHO. 

Allowance  of  cost  of  engineering  as  an  overhead,  see  Valuation, 
24,  25. 

ISQVIPMEIIT. 

See  CoNSTBUonoN  and  Equipment. 

EQITITT. 

Jurisdiction  of  equity  to  restrain  utility  from  discootinuiiig  service, 
see  Payment. 


Effect  on  appeal  of  immaterial  error,  see  Appeal  and  Reyow,  5,  9. 

XSTOPPEI.. 

1.  The  state  of  Maine  is  not  estopped  from  its  power  to  r^^dlAt*, 
by  an  ultra  vires  franchise  rate  contract  between  a  municipality  and 
public  utility.    Re  Cumberland  County  Power  &  L.  Co.  (Me.)  937. 

EVIBEKCIi. 

Burden  of  proof  in  action  to  vacate  order  of  Wisconsin  Commission, 
see  Appeal  and  Review,  3. 

Burden  of  proof  on  application  for  reduction  of  street  railway  rates, 
see  Rates,  22. 

Showing  necessary  fo  warrant  increase  in  rates  on  aocoant  of  war- 
time increases  in  labor  and  materials,  see  Retubn,  20,  21,  27. 


Apportionment  of  exchange  expenses,  see  Appqbtion^cent,  13. 
Apportionment  of  telephone  exchange  property  as  between  toll  and 
local  telephone  service,  see  Appobtionhent,  20. 


See  Costs  and  Expenses. 

p.r.R.iniBc. 
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Of  franchises,  see  Fbarchiiies. 

EXTEH8IOK  07  SERVICE. 

Prospective  return  of  extension  as  affecting  grant  of  oertiileate 

therefor,  see  Cebtifigatks  of  Ck>NVENixifCB  Ain>  'SwcEasm,  2. 
Natural  gas  rates  to  secure  liberal  return  to  encourage  development 

and  extension  of  business,  see  RsTUftlf,  17. 
Of  service,  see  generally  Sebvice,  6-9. 
'     Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  construction  of  spur  track  over 

same  route  iof  which  an  extension  was  refused,  see  Sebvicb, 

21. 
Unnecessary  street  railway  improvements  to  be  suspended  during 

war  period,  see  Stbeet  Railways. 

FACTS. 

Review  of  findings  of  fact,  see  Appeal  and  Revikw. 

FAIB  MARKET  VAI.I7E. 

Utility  to  charge  itself  with  fair  market  value  of  gas  used  in  pri- 
vate enterprise,  see  Rates,  16. 

FAIR  VAI.UE. 

Freight  and  passenger  rates  to  be  based  on  fair  value  of  property 

used,  ace  Ratw,  17. 
Return  to  be  based  upon  value  of  property  used  in  serving  public, 

see  RxTUKN,  9. 


Bee  Rates. 


See  RUEAL  XnJVHOlOBS. 

FAUCET. 

Reasonableness  of  first  faucet  charge  for  water,  see  Raixs,  3S. 

FEDERAL  CONTROI.. 

Regulation  of  railroad  under  control  of  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, see  CoMicissiONS,  9. 
Federal  control  of  railroads,  see  Rahboam. 

FEDERAL  COURTS. 

See  GouBTS. 

FEES  AND  COMMI88Z01IS. 

Apportionment  of  pay  station  fees,  see  AppOBTloinfKifT,  11. 

FnfAKcmG. 

Return  to  be  sufficient  to  encourage  investment  of  private  oapttal 
in  public  utility,  see  Retubh,  12,  IS. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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FINANCING— oo»lint4€d. 

Federal  oontial  of  railroads  as  affeotiag  issuaiffie  of  securities,  see 

Sbousitt  Iflsmss,  2. 
Cost  of,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valitation,  27. 

jmrDiXGS. 

Review  of  findings  of  fact  bj  master,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  1,  6. 

FIinBS  AKD  PSKAI*TIIi8. 

Added  penalty  for  failure  to  pay  bills,  see  Payment. 

FIBE  PROTEOTXOH. 

Rules  of  telephone  company  as  to  furnishing  information  relative 
to  location  of  fires,  see  Sebvice,  28. 

FIVE  CENT  FARE. 

Of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  22,  23,  25,  27. 

FIXED  CHARGES. 

Valuation  of  property  not  necessary  where  earnings  are  not  sufficient 
to  pay  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  see  ValuatioNv 
I. 

TLOATUHG  INDEBTEDNESS. 

Necessity  of  approval  of  California  Commission  as  to  contracts 

relating  to,  see  ComcissiONS,  4. 
Issuance  of  seeurities  to  refund  floating  indebtedness,  see  SiotmrrT 

ISSTTES,  3,  8. 

FORECI.OSITBE. 

Of  mortgage,  see  MotiOAOEa 

FRANCHISES. 

Failure  to  secure  franchise  as  affecting  power  of  Oommisskm  to 
grant  certificate  of  convenience,  see  CsBTivifiATiB  or  Conven- 
ience AND  KscBsannr. 

Prospective  return  of  extension  under  frandiise  rates  as  affecting 
grant  of  certificate  therefor,  see  Cebtifigates  of  Convenience 

AND  NeCESBITT,  2. 

Propriety  of  re^juiring  transfers  not  considered  in  passing  upon 
approval  of  franchise  silent  upon  that  subject,  see  Certificates 
OF  Convenience  and  Necessity,  3. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  franchise,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  1-6. 

Estoppel  of  state  by  ultra  inres  franchise  rate  contract  between 
city  and  utility,  see  Estoppel. 

Telephone  association  not  made  public  utility  by  accepting  franchise 
to  use  streets  and  violating  charter  by  serving  public,  see 
Public  Utilities,  2. 

Suspension  of  franchise  requirements  during  war  emergency,  see 
Railroads. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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FBASCmSES— continued. 

Consideration  of  municipal  franchise  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rion,  11. 

Unnecessary  street  railway  improvementa  to  be  ampendad  dnring 
war  period,  see  Stbbbt  Railways. 

£ffect  on  valuation  of  plant  of  expiration  of  franchise,  see  Valua- 
tion, 19. 

Discussion  relative  to  onerous  provisions  of  a  street  railway  fran- 
chise which  are  likely  to  operate  to  the  detriment  of  the  public,  p.  402. 

FREE  SERVICE. 

As  discriminatory,  see  Discbimi nation. 


Apportionment  as  between  freight  and  passenger  service,  see  Ap- 

POBTIONMENT,   7,  8. 

Rates  for,  see  Rates,  17-20. 

Recommendation  relative  to  co-operation  of  street  car  lines  with 
railroads  in  handling  freight  during  period  of  the  war,  p.  45. 

FUEL. 

Consideration  of  peculiar  value  of  natural  gas  as  fuel  in  fixing 

rate  of  return,  see  Retubn,  18. 
Curtailment  of  street  car  service  on  account  of  shortage  of  ooal,  see 

SSBVICE,  24. 

Heating  street  cars  under  fuel  conservation  order,  p.  820. 

GAS. 

See  also  Natural  Gas. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  in  author- 
izing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil  and 
coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Emergency  relief  for  gas  utility  on  account  of  war-time  prices,  see 
RSTUBNy  29,  30. 

Amount  of  return  for  gas  utility,  see  Retubn,  34. 

Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  installation  or  sale  of  gas  ranges, 
see  Sebtice,  5. 

Discussion  relative  to  accuracy  of  gas  meters,  p.  424. 

OASOI.ENE. 

Credit  to  be  given  for  natural  gas  consumed  in  making  gasolene, 
see  Valuation,  4. 

Discussion  of  metliod  of  extraction  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas, 
pp.  425-428. 

GOING  CONCERN. 

Utility  considered  as  going  concern  in  valuation  proceedings,  see 
Valuation,  53-55. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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GOING  VAI.UE. 

Depreciation  of  allowance  for  going  Talue^  see  Valiution,  17. 
Allowance  for,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valuation,  50-68. 

GOVERHMXKT  CONTROZ.. 

Of  railroads,  see  Railroads. 

GRADING. 

Solidification  of,  see  Valuation,  33. 

GROUNDED  TELEPHONH  STSTEte. 

Telephone  rates  for,  see  Rates. 

HAZARDS. 

Hazardous  character  of  business  of  natural  gas  utility  as  affecsting 
rate  of  return,  see  Retubn,  16. 


Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  purity  of  water 
supply,  see  Service,  4. 

HEATING. 

Value  of  service  of  natural  gas  utility  in  fixing  rate  of  return,  see 
Return,  18. 

Heating  street  cars  under  fuel  conservation  order,  p.  829. 
Discussion  of  heating  value  of  natural  gas,  p.  422. 

HIGHWAYS  AND  STREETS. 

Crossings  of,  see  Cbossinos. 

Telephone  association  not  made  public  utility  by  accepting  fran- 
chise to  use  streets  and  violating  charter  by  serving  public,  see 
Public  Utilitibs,  2. 

TrafiSc  conditions  to  facilitate  operation  of  street  cars,  see  Return, 
61. 

HISTORY. 

Consideration  of  history  of  utility  relative  to  past  losses  or  pros- 
perity in  fixing  return  during  war  era,  see  Return,  6. 

HOLDING  COMPANY. 

Payment  to  holding  companies  for  supervision  as  proper  operating 
expense^  see  Return,  55,  50. 

HORIZONTAL. 

Consideration  of  application  for  horizontal  increase  in  railroad 
rates  under  Kansas  statute,  see  Rates,  20. 

HYDRANTS. 

Proportion  of  total  revenue  of  water  company  to  be  paid  by  mu- 
nicipality for  hydrant  and  other  service,  see  Rates,  34. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Power  of  lUinoiB  CommiflftioA  to  r«8tr«iii  operation  of  utility  with- 
out oertiAoate  of  cooveiuespei  see  Comhxsbionb,  5. 

Telephone  association  not  made  public  utility  by  accepting  fran- 
chise to  use  streets  and  violating  eharter  by  serving  public,  see 
Public  Utilities,  2. 

IMlffATERIAI.  ERROR. 

Effect  of,  on  appeal,  see  Affsal  ajvd  Rbvikw,  6,  6. 

IMMUHITY. 

Immimity  of  United  States  from  suit,  see  Ukjtsd  States,  1,  2. 

IMPAIRMENT  OF  CONTRACTS. 

See  GONSTITITTIONAL  ItAW,  1-5. 

• 

IMPROVEMENTS. 

Railroads  not  required  to  make  unnecessary  improvemeais  during 

the  war,  see  Skbvi<»,  14. 
Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  on  account  of 

governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  Sebvice,  18. 
Unnecessary  street  railway  improvements  to  be  suspended  during 

war  period,  see  Stbekt  Railways. 

INOOMPUBTE  CONSTRUCTION. 

Consideration  of,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  VALtrAmnr,  36. 

INCREASE  IN  RATES. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commissioii  in  au- 
thorizing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of 
oil  and  coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Consideration  of  application  for  horisontal  increase  in  railroad 
rates  under  ELansas  statute,  see  Rates,  20. 

INDEBTEDNESS. 

See  FiiOATiNG  Indebtedness. 

INDEFINITENESS. 

Of  orders,  see  Osders. 

Utility  permitted  to  file  rates  where  ordinance  rates  are  indefinite, 

see  Rates,  2. 
Jurisdiction   of  Commission  to  pass  upon   indeflftiteneas  of  rats 

schedule  made  by  municipality,  see  RArres^  4. 

INDETERMINATE  PERIOD. 

Consideration  in  fixing  rates,  of  frandiise  running  for  indeter- 
minate period,  see  Rates,  11. 

INDIANA. 

Power  of  Indiana  Commiseion  to  construe  contract  between  utility 
and  consumer,  see  Commissions,  6. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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WDIAS  A— continued. 

JuriBdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  see  OBOBBiifOS. 
Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in 

personnel   of  Connnission   and  government  of   city   operating 

municipal  plant,  see  PBOcm>nBE. 
Power  of  Commission  in  emergencies  to  change  rates  of  interurban 

railways  to  protect  interest  of  utility  and  public,  see  Rates,  5. 
Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  advance  in  rates  on  accoimt  of 

war-time  operating  costs,  see  Retubn,  22,  26,  27. 
War  oonditions  aa  authorising  temporary  increase  in  rates  under 

emergency  statute,  see  Retubn,  28. 

INDHTIDITALS. 

Individual  members  of  Commiftsion  as  paxties  in  suit  to  enjoin 
enforcement  of  orders,  see  Pabxies,  3. 

INDUSntlAI.  VWE. 

Apportionment  of  operatiAg  expenses  of  natural  gas  company  as  be- 
tween domestic  and  industrial  business,  see  Apportionment,  3. 

IHFORMATION. 

Utility  to  furnish  information  to  consiuners,  see  Sebvice,  1. 

INJTJNCTIOir. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  restrain  operation  of  utility  with- 
out certiAcate  of  convenience,  see  Commissions,  6. 

United  States  and  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  necessary 
parties  defendant  to  suit  to  enjoin  interference  by  state  au- 
thorities with  compliance  with  order  of  Commission,  see 
Pasties,  1. 

Bight  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  court 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  orders  on  ground  of  di- 
versity of  citizenship,  see  Pabties,  2. 

Individual  members  of  Commission  as  parties  in  suit  to  enjoin  en- 
forcement of  orders,  see  Pabties,  3. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  equity  to  restrain  utility  from  dis- 
continuing service  for  failure  to  pay  disputed  bill,  p.  177. 

See  Damaobs. 

INTERCORPORATE  RELATIONS. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of 
natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 
company,  see  Qbdebs,  1. 

Consideration  of  fart  thai  distributing  company  purchases  commod- 
ity indirectly  through  company  controlled  by  stockholders,  see 
Retubn,  44. 

Consideration  of  interest  of  subsidiary  and  parent  companies  upon 
issuance  of  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  12. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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INTERCORPORATE  RELATIONS— conttwiied. 

1.  The  Montana  Commission  ha^  aut]iorit7  to  insist  that  connect- 
ing line  contracts  between  a  state-wide  telephone  utility  and  a  connect- 
ing company  shall  not  provide  for  a  greater  or  less  diyision  of  profits 
than  exists  between  such  utility  and  other  similar  connecting  lines. 
Intermountain  Teleph.  &  E.  Co.  v.  Mountain  States  Teleph.  &  Teleg. 
Co.  (Mont.)   120. 

INTEREST. 

State  as  well  as  city  and  county  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  cost 
of  crossing,  see  Cbossinqb,  2. 

Water  company  required  to  refund  with  interest,  charges  for  serv- 
ice connections  and  meters,  see  Reparation. 

Ordinance  fixing  rates  to  reduce  return  leta  than  loeal  rates  of  in- 
terest on  money  as  taking  of  property  without  due  process  of 
law,  see  Return,  14. 

INTEREST  DITRINO  CON8TRVOTION. 

Allowance  for,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Val0atzok,  26. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE. 

See  also  Intrastate  Commerce. 

Apportionment  of  property  as  between  interstate  and  intrastate 
service,  see  Apportionment,  5. 

Proper  district  for  suit  by  carrier  to  enjoin  interference  with  com- 
pliance with  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see 
Courts,  1,  2. 

Power  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  to  r^nove  discrimina- 
tion against,  see  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  1,  2. 

Annotation  on  division  of  expenses  of  steam  raitroads  between  state 
and  interstate  traffic,  p.  300. 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION. 

Proper  district  for  suit  by  carrier  to  enjoin  interference  with  com- 
pliance with  order  of  Interstate  Gommeroe  Commission,  see 
Courts,  1,  2. 

Indeflniteness  of  orders  of,  see  Orders. 

United  States  and  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  necesssTy 
parties  defendant  to  suit  to  enjoin  interferenoe  by  state  au- 
thorities with  compliance  with  order  of  Commission,  see 
Parties,  1. 

Power  of  Commission  over  distribution  of  coal  cars,  see  Service, 
2,  3. 

United  States  as  party  to  suit  to  set  aside  orders  of  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  see  United  States,  1. 

1.  Congress  could  and  did  vest  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis- 
sion with  authority  to  remove  an  existing  discrimination  against  inter- 
state commerce  by  directing  a  change  of  an  intrastate  rate  prescribed 
P.U.R.1018C. 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE  COMMISSION— con*tm<ed. 

by  state  authority.    Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission 

(U.  S.)  279. 

2.  Noncompliance  by  carriers  with  a  state  intrastate  rate  law  may 
be  excused  by  an  order  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  which 
requires  an  advance  in  intrastate  rates  to  remove  an  existing  discrimi- 
nation against  interstate  commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity 
between  existing  interstate  and  intrastate  rates.  Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (U.  8.)  279. 

INTERUBBAN  RAILWAYS. 

Power  of  Conunission  in  emergencies  to  change  rates  of  interurban 

railways  to  protect  interest  of  utility  and  public,  see  Rates,  5. 
Increase  in  passenger  rates  as  war  emergency  measure,  see  Return, 

7. 
Temporary  increase   in   rates  on   account  of   war   conditions,   see 

Retubx,  28. 
Removal  of  tracks  and  station  to  avoid  expense  of  paving  streets, 

see  Service,  11. 

INTRASTATE  COMMERCE. 

See  also  Interstate  Com  merge. 

Apportionment  as  between  interstate  and  intrastate  commerce,  see 

APFtttTIONUENT,  6. 

Proper  district  for  suit  by  carrier  to  enjoin  interference  with  com- 
pliance with  order  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  see 
Courts,  1,  2. 

Power  of  Interstate  Commerce  Commissiofn  to  increase  intrastate 
rates  to  eliminate  discrimination  against  interstate  commerce, 
see  Discrimination,  1,  2. 

nUTESTMEHT. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Apportionment. 

Apportionment  of  investment  as  between  toll  and  local  telephone 

service,  see  Apportionment,  9,  10,  19,  20. 
Return  to  be  sufficient  to  encourage  investment  of  private  capital 

in  public  utility,  see  Return,  12,  13. 

IOWA. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commission  to  prevent  railroad  company  construct- 
ing track  so  as  to  prevent  drainage  of  surface  water,  see  Com- 
missions, 8. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  crossings,  see  Crossings. 

IRRIGATION. 

See  also  Water. 

Discrimination  between  domestic  service  and  irrigation  consumers, 

see  Discrimination,  11. 
Irrigation  utility  to  install  service  connections  at  its  own  expense, 
see  Service,  12. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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JURIftDICTIOH. 

Of  GomiiiissionB,  see  Ck>MMi86iONfl. 

KANSAS. 

Consideration  of  application  for  horizontal  increase  in  railroad  ratea 
under  KansaB  statute,  see  Rates,  20. 

Policy  of  Commission  as  to  consideration  of  needs  for  future  ex- 
penditures in  fixing  rates,  see  Betusn,  4. 


liabor  shortage  on  railroad,  see  Railboaos. 

Increased  cost  of  labor  aa  justifying  six-cent  fare  on  street  rail- 
ways, see  Rates,  23« 

Increased  cost  of  labor  as  ground  for  advance  in  rates,  see  RinrcBN, 
20-23. 

Depreciation  of  cost  of  labor,  see  Valuation,  23. 

Discussion  of  labor  conditions  for  street  railway  employees,  p.  833. 

UkBOR  VHION. 

Grievance  of  labor  union  as  reason  for  granting  certificate  of  con- 
venience to  motor  bus  line,  see  Monopoly  and  Competition. 

UkKU. 

Land  company  selling  water  to  purchaser  as  public  utility,  see 
Public  Utilities,  3,  4. 

Effect  of  establishment  of  cone  system  on  street  railways,  on  land 
values,  see  Raiss,  26. 

Duty  of  Commission  with  referenee  to  r#served  land  held  by  nat- 
ural gas  company,  see  Valuation,  2. 

Allowance  for  value  of  reserve  lands  of  natural  gas  oompaay,  see 
Valuation,  40,  41. 

Valuation  of  town  lots  owned  by  telephone  company,  see  Valua- 
tion, 44. 

Valuation  of  rights  of  way,  see  Valuation,  60-62. 

LEASES. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  59. 

UBOAXi  BXFEHSEft. 

As  overhead,  see  Valuation,  26. 

LEOISUkTUKE. 

Determination  of  New  York  Commission  as  not  affected  by  Icsglda- 
tive  Commission,  see  Commissions,  2. 


Straight  line  method  of  computing  depreciation  based  upon  estimat- 
ed useful  life  of  plant,  see  Depsbciation,  1. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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UOHTIMO. 

Value  of  serriee  of  aatiiral  gas  utility  in  fixing  rate  of  return,  see 
Return,  18. 

XX^E  STOCK. 

Carrier's  duty  to  install  stockyard  scales  at  point  of  shipment,  see 
Sebvice,  16,  17. 


Expenditures  for  maintenance  of  lobbies  as  operating  expense,  see 
Rbtubn,  46. 

Z.OCAUTI»i. 

Apportionment  of  inrestment  of  natural  gas  company  as  between 
localities,  see  Afpobtionment,  2. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  natural  gas  company  be* 
tween,  see  AFPOBTfONMCNT,  8. 

Question  whether  rates  afford  a  reasonable  oompensatkm  as  de- 
pending upon  localities,  see  Retubn,  6. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  of  consolidated  street  railway 
system  serving  many  communities,  see  KsvuBif,  SI. 

XiOCAIi  PERMIT. 

Transferability  of  right  to  operate  automobile  transportation  line 
without  local  permit,  see  Automobiles. 

LOCAI.  TEUSPHONE  SERVICE. 

Apportionment  as  between  local  and  toll  telephone  service,  see  Ap- 

POBTIONMENT,   0-20. 

LOCAI.  TRAFFIC. 

Profits  of  shipper  as  determining  whether  tariff  rate  is  local  or  only 

factor  of  through  rate,  see  Rates,  18. 
Application  of  through  rate  to,  see  Rats6,  19. 

LOCOMOTIVES.  , 

Railroad  locomotives,  see  Railboads. 

LOCOMOTIVE  TOM  MILE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Appobtionhbnt,  6,  8. 

LOSSES. 

Consideration  of  past  losses  in  fixing  return  during  war  era,  see 
Retubn,  6.  * 

Pecuniary  loss  as  ground  for  refusing  to*  extend  service,  see  Sebv- 
ICE,  6,  7. 

No  allowance  for  going  value  where -early  tosses  hfuct^boBQ  reeonpedi, 
see  Valuation,  52. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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MAINE. 

Power  of  CommiBsion  to  change  rates  fixed  by  IraiM^iae,  aee  Con- 
stitutional Law,  2-6. 

MAIN  ij:nb. 

Apportionment  aa  between  main  and  branch  line,  see  Apportion- 
ment, 6. 

MAINTENANCE. 

Apportionment  of  expense  of  maintenance  as  between  local  aad 
toll  telephone  aeryice,  see  APPOBTlONiiKNT,  11. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  maintenance  as  between  loeal  and  toll 
telephone  service,  see  Apportionment,  16. 

Expenditures  on  roadbed  after  construction  as  chargeable  to  Dkain- 
tenance  and  not  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  34. 

MANAGEMENT. 

Efficiency  in  management  as  factor  in  fixing  return,  see  Return, 
16. 


Salary  ol  manager  of  telephone  utility,  see  Return,  48,  40. 

MARKET  VAI.UE. 

Market  value  of  contiguous  land  plus  cost  of  acquisition  as  yalue 
of  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  02. 


.   Review  of  findings  of  fact  by,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  1,  9. 

MATEBIAUI  AND  8UPPUE8. 

Increased  cost  of  materials  as  justifying  six-cent  fare  on  street  rail 

ways,  see  Rates,  23. 
War-time  increases  in  cost  of,  as  ground  for  increasing  rates, 

Return,  1^26. 
Depreciation  of  cost  of,  see  Valuation,  28. 


Power  of  Commission  to  change  maximum  rates  fixed  by  franchise 
contract,  see  Ck)NSTiTUTioNAL  Law,  3,  4. 


Individual  members  of  Commission  as  parties  in  suit  to  enjoin 
enforcement  of  orders,  see  Partibs,  3. 


8ee  CoN8<»JDAnoN,  Mewbto,  and  Saia 

METALUO  OimCUIT  STftTBM. 

Telephone  rate  for,  see  Rates. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Right  of  telephone  company  to  have  meter  system  of  rates,  see 
Rates,  28. 

Water  eompany  required  to  refund  with  interest,  charges  for  serv- 
ice connections  and  meters,  see  Rbparation. 

Discussion  relative  to  accuracy  of  gas  meters,  p.  424. 

MOBTHOBS. 

Of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depbeciation,  1,  2. 

MICHIOAH. 

Consideration  by  Michigan  Commission  in  fixing  rates,  of  interest 
of  public  and  investor,  see  Rates,  0. 


Mileage  basis  for  apportioning  values  in  steam  railroad  cases,  see 

AFPQ»T70KMEKT. 

msooHDiroT. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  use  of  profane  language,  aee 
Sesvioe,  29,  30. 

MISSOURI. 

When  question  as  to  validity  of  order  of  Missouri  Commission  must 

be  raised,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  7. 
Mutual  telephone  as  public  utility  under   Missouri   statute^   see 

PuBUC  Utilities,  1. 


Cost  of  obtaining  money  aa  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation, 
27. 

M OHOPOI.T  Aim  OOMPSTITIOH. 

Annotation  on  monopoly  and  eompetition  between  public  utilities, 
p.  916. 

Discussion  of  the  effect  of  competition  in  public  utility  business,  p. 
23a 

Discussion  of  elimination  of  competition  as  a  means  of  material 
efficiencies  during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  27. 

Discussion  of  grievance  by  labor  union  against  railway  company  as 
reason  for  granting  certificate  of  convenience  to  motor  bus  line,  p.  909. 

1.  A  certificate  of  convenience  and  necessity  will  not  be  granted 
by  the  Illinois  Commission  for  the  operation  of  motor  busses  upon 
streets  parallel  with  those  occupied  by  a  street  railway  practically 
throughout  a  city,  where  the  existing  utility  is  rendering  adequate 
service  at  reasonable  rates.     Re  People's  Motor  Bus  Co.  (In.)  908. 

2.  A  public  utility  should  not  be  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  beyond 
those  authorized  for  a  competitor.  Re  United  Fuel  Q«s  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
193. 

r.u.R.ioisc. 
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MOHTANA. 

Power  of  CottmiMloA  to  enloroe  tenns  of  connectuig  line  contract 
between  telephone  companies,  see  Coiuiissioifs,  7» 

Power  of  Commiaaion  over  division  of  profits  from  oonaecting  line 
contract,  eee  Intibogbpoiiatb  RBL^nons. 

MORTGAGES. 

Sale  price  on  foreclosure,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Vauoatiok,  12. 

"  Abstract  of  case  on  necessity  of  securing  consent  of  Commission 
before  trustee  may  foreclose  utility  company's  mortgage,  p.  7. 

MOTOR  BUS. 

See  AuTOMOBiLss. 


MOTORMAN. 

Instruction  of  motormen  in  operation  of  cars  for  saTing  of  poiwer, 
see  Rbtubn,  53. 

« 

MULTIPLES. 

Use  of  multiples  in  valuing  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuatioh, 
61. 


MUHIOIPAUTIES. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  ilzed  by  nvnielpal  fraMhise, 

see  Constitutional  Law,  1. 
Furnishing  free  service  to  village  president  as  discrimination,  see 

DiSGBIMINATION,  2. 

Estoppel  of  state  by  ultra  vires  fraMhiso  rate  oontraot  between  city 
and  utility,  see  Estoppel. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in 
personnel  of  Commission  and  gvyvemment  a(  eity  openutiag  om- 
nlcipal  plant,  see  PaoctDtnaK. 

Utility  permitted  to  file  rates  where  ordinance  rates  are  indsflsitc^ 
see  Rates,  2. 

Jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  pass  upon  indeflniteness  of  rate 
schedule  made  by  municipality,  see  Rates,  4. 

Commission  rather  than  municipality  to  increase  rates  so  as  to  at- 
tract capital,  see  Rates,  6. 

Power  of  Ohio  cities  to  fix  electrical  rates  for  power,  see  Rates,  8. 

Consideration  of  municipal  franchise  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  11. 

Proportion  of  total  revenue  to  be  paid  by  city  for  hydrants  and 
other  service,  see  Rates,  34. 

Unfavorable  rate  contract  with  municipality  as  affecting  rates  of 
private  consumer,  see  Rbtubn,  1. 

Municipal  rate  ordinance  as  having  effect  of  continuing  life  of  ex- 
pired franchise,  see  Valuation,  19. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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BCUNICIPAI.  PUklTT. 

Di«miaaal  of  proceeding  because  of  ch^uige  of  conditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating  mu- 
nicipal plant,  see  Pbocedube. 

Emergency  electric  rate  for  municipal  plant,  see  RinuBN,  27. 

Discussion  of  unsoundness  of  policy  of  municipality  in  not  proyid- 
iog  depreciation  reserve  for  a  municipal  plant,  p.  502. 

MUTUAI.  TEIiEPHONES. 

As  public  utility,  see  Publio  Utilities,  1,  2. 

HATUBAL  OA8. 

See  also  Gas. 

Apportionment  where  oil  is  found  in  drilling  for,  see  Appobtion- 

MENT,  1. 

Apportionment  in  case  of  natural  gas  company,  see  Appobtion- 

MENT,   1-4. 
Method  of  computing  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  De- 

PBECIATION,  1. 

Special  factors  affecting  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  De- 

FBECIATION,   3,   4. 

Rate  of  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  Depbeoiation,  6. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of  nat^ 
ural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line  com- 
pany, see  Obdebs,  1. 

Utility  to  charge  itself  with  fair  market  value  of  gas  used  in  pri- 
vate enterprise,  see  Rates,  16. 

Problems  peculiar  to  natural  gas  utility  in  fixing  rate  of  return, 
see  Retttbn,  16-18. 

Amount  of  return  for  natural  gas  utility,  see  Rei^tbn,  Z6,  86. 

Unprofitable  extensions  of  service,  see  Sebvice,  7. 

Uncertainty  of  supply  as  ground  for  refusing  to  easteftd  MtfrlM,  Ma 
Sebtioe,  S. 

Discount  on  bills  in  lieu  of  fine  for  inadequate  service,  see  Sebvice, 
13. 

Duty  of  Commission  with  reference  to  reserved  land  held  by  nat- 
ural gas  company,  see  Valuatiok,  2. 

Credit  to  be  given  for  natural  gas  CQnsumed  in  making  gasolene, 
see  Valuation,  4. 

Allowance  of  aecmed  depreeiation  ia  valuation  of  natural  gas 
property,  see  Valuation,  17,  18. 

Of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  charged  to  operation  not  chikig^l^e 
to  capital,  see  Valuation,  a;6. 

Allowance  for  reserve  lands  of  natural  gas  company,  see  Valua- 
tion, 40,  41. 

Allowance  of  working  capital  for  natural  gas  company,  sea  Yaw- 
ATiOH,  46. 

S|>coifi.c  allowance  for  going  value  for  natural  gas  company,  see 
Valuation,  67,  58. 
P.U.R.1918C.  67 
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NATURAL  GAS--<^<mt%nued. 

Allowance  for  appreciation  of  natural  gas  leasdioMs,  see  Valua- 
tion, 69. 

Diecussion  of  heating  value  of  natural  gas,  p.  422. 

DiBCussion  of  method  of  extraction  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas, 
pp.  42&>-428. 

Discussion  of  power  of  Conunission  to  require  natural  gaa  utility  to 
extend  its  lines  into  other  fields  to  secure  adequate  supply,  pp.  429-438. 

NSOESftlTT. 

See  Cebtifkcatbs  of  Convenience  and  Nscbssitt. 

NET  EARNINGS. 

Capitalization  of,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  11. 

NEW  JERSEY. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  franchise  rates,  see  Constitutional 

Law,  3,  4. 
Jurisdiction  of  Conunission  over  crossings,  see  Crossings. 
Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  extensions  during  war  times,  see 

Sbbvicb,  9. 

NEW  YORK. 

State  as  well  as  city  and  county  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  ooat 

of  crossing,  see  Cbossinos,  2. 
Power  of  Commission  to  regulate  installation  or  sale  of  gas  ranges, 

see  Sebviob,  6. 

NONPAYMENT. 

See  Patmsnt. 

NONRESIPEWTS. 

Right  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal  oourt 
to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  order  on  ground  of  di- 
versity of  citizenship,  see  Pabtibs,  2. 

NONSUBSCRIBERS. 

No  discrimination  in  toll  rate  as  between  subscribers  and  nonsub- 

scribers,  see  Dibcbdcination,  8. 
Use  of  telephones  by  nonsubseribers,  see  Bebvicb,  28. 

NOTES. 

Floating  indebtedness  to  be  funded  by  issuance  of  stock  or  bonds,  see 
Sbcubitt  Issues,  8. 

NOTICE. 

Of  discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment,  see  Paticent,  2,  4. 
Sufficiency  of  notice  of  change  in  rates  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 
see  Rates,  12. 
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OHIO. 

Jurisdiotkm  of  CommisBion  to  pass  upon  indefiniteneBfl  of  rate 
schedule  made  by  municipality,  see  Rates,  4. 

Power  of  Commission  to  suspend  telephone  rates,  see  Ratbs,  7. 

Power  of  municipality  to  fix  electrical  rates  for  power,  see  Kates, 
8. 

OIL. 

Apportionment  as  between  gas  and  oil  where  oil  is  found  in  drilling 
for  natural  gas,  see  Appobtionmsnt,  1. 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  in  au- 
thorizing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil 
attd  coal,  see  Rates,  16. 


Commission  having  such  power  only  as  is  conferred  by  Constitu- 
tion, see  Commissions,  1. 

Poifer  of  Oklahoma  Commission  with  respect  to  crossing  safe  for 
transportation  purposes,  see  Cbossinqs,  3. 

ONE-MAN  CABS. 

Discussion  of  use  of,  to  save  operating  expenses,  p.  646. 

OPERATING  EXPENSES. 

Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment. 

Apportionment  of,  of  natural  gas  company  as  between  wholeeale 
and  retail  business  and  between  domestio  and  industrial  busi' 
ness-  and  between  localities,  see  Afpoetionmbnt,  3. 

Consideration  of,  in  fixing  rate  of  return,  see  Return,  43-^7. 

Valuation  of  property  not  necessary  where  earnings  are  not  suf- 
ficient to  pay  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  see  Valua- 
tion, 1. 

Kxpenses  charged  to  operation  not  to  be  included  as  overhsads,  see 
Valuation,  21,  22. 

ORDERS. 

Review  of,  see  Appeal  and  Rkvibw. 

Proper  district  for  suit  by  carrier  to  enjoin  interference  with  com- 
pliance with  order  of  Interstate  Conuneree  Commission,  see 
Courts,  1,  2. 

United  States  and  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  necessary 
parties  defendant  to  suit  to  enjoin  interference  by  state  au- 
thorities with  compliance  with  order  of  Commission,  see  Par- 
ties, 1. 

Right  of  nonresident  bondholders  to  maintain  suit  in  Federal 
court  to  restrain  enforcement  of  Commission  orders  on  ground 
of  diversity  of  citizenship,  see  Parties,  2. 

Individual  members  of  Commission  as  parties  in  suit  to  enjoin  en- 
forcement of  orders,  see  Parties,  3. 

Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  on  account  of 
governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  6bbvicb,  18. 
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ORDERS— continued. 

R€jaakQnable^608  of  order  requiring  condtrttction  of  lida  track,  see 
Sebvice,  19-23. 

ReneonablenesB  of  order  requiring  change  in  rouie  oi  street  rail- 
way line.  Bee  Service,  2fi. 

United  States  as.  party  to  suit  to  set  aside  orders  of  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  see  United  States,  1. 

Statement  that  an  order  should  not  issue  directing  a  company  to 
do  something  which  will  be  remedied  within  a  reasonable  time  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  tlie  business,  p.  8U0. 

1.  An  adjustment  made  by  the  Oklahoma  Commission  between  a 
natural  gas  distributing  utility  and  itp  consumers,  alUowing  them  a 
discount  on  rates  for  inadequate  service,  is  bindtng  on  a  pipe  line  com- 
pany supplying  gas  to  the  distributing  utility  for  a  pe^cceiit^fe  of  the 
income  derived  from  the  sale  of  gas  to  the  consumers.  Ruth  v.  Okla- 
homa Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Okla.)  410. 

2.  An  order  ol  the  Inifce^state  Comm^ce  Ckmrnission  requiring  a 
readjustment  of  intrastate  rates  prescribed  by  ^tate  authority,  made 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrimination  against  interstate  com- 
merce found  to  result  from  a  disparity  between  intra^te  and  ioier^ 
state  rates,  is  invalid  for  uncertainty  w^^e  it  has  no  definite  field  of 
operation  and  leaves  uncertain  the  territory  or  points  to  which  it  ap- 
plies.   Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  UtilHies  GomoiMiQiL  (U.  8.)  S79. 

OMMHAMCBa 

Generally,  see  Munioipaijtob. 

<OBEOOH. 

Land  company  selling  water  to  purchaser  as  public  utility,  see 
Public  UriLrmEs,  4. 

AjmoMmo.  pn  jurifldictioa  of  Coouniasion  in  valuing  property  of 

public  utility,  p.  245. 

ORGANIZATION  EXPENSES. 

As  overhead,  see  Valuation,  26. 

ORIOINAI.  COST. 

As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  7,  8. 

ORIGINATING  STATION. 

Toll  service  as  retaining  identity  from  originating  to  terminating 
station,  see  Appobtionment,  10. 

* 

OVERCHARGES. 

Refund  of,  see  Repabation. 

OinpRCROWBINO. 

Discussion  ol  effect  ol  overerowding  of  street  nuni,  p.  538. 
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OVEBHEAD  EXPENSES. 

AlloWflHee  fbr,  in  vatniirtiott  prooe^dittgB,  see  VAcuAnoir»  20-28. 
Allowance  for  accrued  depreciation  of  overhead  expenses,  see  Valu- 
ation, 17. 

PABEHT  COMFANT. 

Electric  company  aiithoii^ed  to  pikrchafe  capital  stock  of  ai^MridUtry 

companies,  see  Consolidation,  'Msboea,  and  Sale»  2. 
Payment  to  parent  company  for  supervision  as  proper  operating 

expense,  see  Rbtubn,  65,  56. 
Consideration  of  interest  of  subsidiary  and  parent  companies  upon 

issuance  of  securities,  see  Secubitt  Issues,  12. 
Capitalization  of  advances  to  subsidiaries,  see  Valuation,  37. 
Allowance  for  working  capital  of  parent  company  required  to 

sist  subsidiary,  see  Valuation,  48. 


Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of 
natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 
company,  see  Osdbrs,  1. 

United  States  as  party  to  suits  to  set  aside  orders  of  Interstate 
Comsierce  Commission,  see  Uniteo  Statbs,  1. 

1.  Neither  the  United  States  nor  the  Interstate  Commeree  Coibmis- 
sion  is  a  necessary  party  to  a  suit  by  carriers  to  enjoin  tlnreaiened 
interference  by  state  authorities  with  the  establishment  and  maintenance 
of  increased  intrastate  rates  conformably  to  an  order  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  made  for  the  purpose  of  removing  a  discrlAiina- 
tion  against  interstate  commerce  found  to  result  from  a  disparity  be- 
tween existing  intrastate  and  interstate  rates.  Illinois  C.  R.  Oa  v. 
Public  Utilities  Commission  (U.  S.)  279. 

2.  Nonresident  bondhoMers  of  a  domestic  corporation  may  maintain 
a  suit  in  a  Federal  court,  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  a  Commission 
order  threatening  injury  to  their  security  on  the  ground  of  diversity  of 
citizenship;  since  it  is  not  necessary  that  the  domestic  company  be 
made  a  party  plaintiff  in  a  suit  of  this  character.  De  Pauw  University 
V.  Public  Service  Commission  (Fed.)  274. 

3.  In  a  suit  brought  to  restrain  the  enforcement  of  a  CommissioD 
order  fixing  rates  on  the  ground  that  it  is  void  for  want  of  jurisdiction, 
it  is  proper  to  join  the  individual  members  with  the  Commission  as  a 
body,  as  parties  defendant;  since  if  the  Commission  was  without  Juris- 
diction the  acts  complained  of  are  the  acts  of  the  members  as  indiTid> 
uals.    De  Pauw  University  v.  Public  Service  Commission   (Fed.)  274. 

PARTY  UNES. 

Identical  rates  for  one  and  two  party  telephone  lines  as  discrim- 
inatory, see  Discrimination,  9. 
Number  of  stations  on  rural  telephone  lines,  see  Sebticb,  31. 

PA8SEEOER9. 

Apportionment  as  between  passenger  and  freight  service,  see  Ap- 
portionment, 6-8. 
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PASSENGERS— coiitmued. 

Aeasonablenefls  of  pa«seiig«r  rates  baaed  on  fair  value,  aee  Ratis, 

17. 
Passenger  train  service,  see  Sebvice,  15. 

PAST  EXPEBI£NCE. 

Consideration  of,  in  computing  depreciation,  see  Dbpbbciaziov,  1. 

PATRONS. 

See  CoNSUMEBS  and  Patbons. 


Removal  of  interurban  railway  tracks  and  station  to  avoid  expense 

of  paving  street,  see  Service,  11. 
Abandonment  of  street  railway  tracks  to  avoid  expense  of  paving 

street,  see  Service,  25. 


Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  restrain  utility  from 
discontinuing  service  on  account  of  nonpayment  of  disputed  bill,  p. 
177. 

Annotation  on  added  penalty  for  failure  to  pay,  p.  179. 

Annotation  on  discount  for  prompt  payment,  p.  178. 

Annotation  on  payment  in  advance,  p.  178. 

/.   DiMcontinuanee  for  nonpayment. 

Annotation  on  discontinuance  of  service  ion  failure  to  pay,  p.  170. 

1.  A  board  of  education  is  not  bound  by  the  unauthorized  act  of 
its  president  in  agreeing  to  become  responsible  for  the  prompt  payment 
of  all  bills  for  water  used  by  a  contractor  in  building  a  school,  so  as 
to  justify  the  company  in  denying  service  to  the  board  for  refusal  to 
pay  for  such  service  upon  the  default  of  the  contractor.  Board  of  Edu- 
cation V.  Morris  Aqueduct  (N.  J.)   173. 

2.  A  rule  of  a  utility  company  reserving  the  right  to  discontinue 
its  service  without  notice,  in  case  the  consumer  is  in  arrears,  is  unrea- 
sonable.    Magee  v.  Penn  Central  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  867. 

3.  Discontinuance  of  service  for  nonpayment  cannot  be  based  upon 
a  claim  discharged  by  bankruptcy.  Magee  v.  Penn  Central  Light  &  P. 
Co.  (Pa.)  867. 

4.  Nonpayment  of  a  customer's  bill  does  not  justify  the  discon- 
tinuance of  his  service  without  notice  where  the  claim  is  disputed. 
Magee  v.  Penn  Central  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Pa.)  867. 

PAT  STATIONS. 

Apportionment  of  expenses  of,  see  AppoBTioxifENT,  11. 

PENNSTI.VAKIA. 

Effect  of  Pennsylvania  statute  as  authorizing  electric  company  to 
exercise  power  of  eminent  domain  in  constructing  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Cebtdtoates  of  ComrBNiBNCB  and 
Necfssitt,  1. 
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PENNSYLVANIA— <x)n*int*ed. 

Sufficiency  of  notice  of  change  of  rates  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 
see  Rates,  12. 

Abstract  of  case  on  necessity  of  securing  consent  of  Commission 
before  trustee  may  foreclose  utility  company's  mortgage,  p.  7. 

PEBMANENT  BATE. 

Not  to  be  based  on  war  conditions,  see  Rates,  21. 


Transferability  of  right  to  operate  automobile  transportation  line 
without  local  permit,  see  Automobiles. 

PERSOKNEL. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating  mu- 
nicipal plant,  see  PBOCEa>UBE. 

PERSONS. 

Oklahoma  Commission  as  having  power  to  regulate  only  transpor- 
tation of  persons  and  property,  see  Commissions,  3. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  with  respect  to  crossing  safe  for 
transportation  purposes,  see  Cbossings,  3. 

PHTSIOAI.  COHNEOTIOH. 

Mutual  telephone  as  entitled  to  physical  connection  with  public 

utility,  see  Public  Utilitibs,  1. 
Physical  coniiections  ol  telephones  generally,  see  Sebvice,  33,  34. 

PHTSICAIi  VAI^UE. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  for  additions  as  affected  by  dif- 
ference between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  value  rep- 
resented by  bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valua- 
tion, 3. 

PIPE  UNES. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of 
natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 
company,  see  Obdebs,  1. 


Necessity  of  approval  of  Commission  of  agreement  as  to  pledged 
bonds,  see  Commissions,  4. 


Asoertainment  of  unit  costs  of  telephone  poles,  see  Valuation,  15. 

POUOE  POWER. 

Of  state  to  compel  maintenance  of  proper  crossings,  see  Cbossings, 
1. 
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DiBcrimination  in  meihodi  off  determiiiiiig  demuid  fer,  we  Da- 

CRIMINATION,  3. 

Rates  for  electricity  for  power  serTice,  see  Rates,  14. 
Economies  in  operation  of  street  cars  to  save  power,  see  Retcbn, 
53. 

POlXrERS. 

Of  Commissions,  see  Commissions. 

Authority  of  Ohio  cities  to  fix  electrical  rates  for  power,  see  Ratxs, 
8. 

PREFERRED  STOCK. 

Issuance  of  preferred  stock,  see  Secubitt  Issusb,  3-6. 

PRE8EKT  CONDmOH. 

Consideration  of,  in  computing  depreciation,  see  Depbeciatxcit,  1« 


Furnishing  free  service  to  village  president  as  discrimination, 

DiSCfbOUNATION,   2. 

Board  of  Education  not  bound  by  agreement  of  president  as  to 
payment  of  bills,  see  Pathknt,  1. 

PRIVATE  CROSSINGS. 

See  Cbossinqs. 

PRIVATE  TEI.EPH02IE  UNBI. 

Physical  connection  with  public  telephone,  Bee  Sbvigb,  34. 

PROCEDURE. 

Matters  not  provided  for  in  franchise  not  considered  in  passing 
upon  application  for  approval  of  exercise  of  franchise,  see 
CEBTIFIOATBS  of  CoNVKNISNOB  AlfD  Necbssixt,  3. 

Proper  parties,  see  Pasties. 

Consideration  of  application  for  horizontal  increase  in  railroad 
rates  imder  Kansas  statute,  see  Rates,  20. 

1.  Two  petitions  pending  for  more  than  two  years,  growing  out  of 
the  same  matter,  one  by  an  electric  utility  complaining  of  discrimina- 
tory practices  and  unjust  competition  in  both  rates  and  service  by  a 
mimicipal  plant,  the  other  by  the  municipal  plant  for  permission  to 
decrease  a  primary  electric  rate,  were  dismissed  without  prejudice  by 
the  Indiana  Commission  on  its  own  motion  to  clear  its  docket,  In  view 
of  the  change  in  conditions  during  the  interim  due  to  the  city's  volun- 
tary abolishment  of  nearly  all  of  the  practices  complained  of  by  the 
private  utility,  the  increases  in  operating  costs  due  to  war  prfees,  tlie 
changes  in  the  personnel  of  the  Commission  and  municipal  government, 
the  necessity  of  making  a  new  vfiluation  and  audit  before  a  hearing 
could  be  had,  the  general  war  conditions,  and  the  Hatioiiat  md  stole 
war  policies  to  equalize  the  burdens  of  the  pid>lie  and  utilities.  Ft. 
Wayne  &  N.  I.  Traction  Co.  v.  Ft.  Wayne  (Ind.)  479, 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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FBOC££IIIHGS. 

Dismiaial  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in 
personnel  of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating 
municipal  plant,  see  Pbocedube. 

PRODUCTION. 

Apportionment  of  production  investment  of  natural  gas  company 
between  wholesale  and  retail  business  and  between  localities, 

see  ApPOBTIONliUBNT,  2. 

Bate  of  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  Defbboiatiok,  6. 
Production  expense  to  be  credited  with  value  of  natural  gas  con* 
sumed  in  making  gasolene,  see  YAXiaMXiOJf,  4. 

PROFANITY. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  use  of,  see  SsbV2CK,  29,  IH). 

PROFITS. 

Power  of  ConmiisBion  over  division  of  profits  from  connecting  line 

contract,  see  Intebcqbporate  Relation  s. 
Mutual  telephone  company  operating  without,  as  public  utility,  see 

PuMJc  Utilities,  1. 
Profits  of  shipper  as  determining  whether  tariff  rate  is  local  or 

only  factor  of  through  rate,  see  Rates,  18. 
Duty  of  utility  to  make  unprofitable  extensions   of  service,  see 

Service,  0,  7. 
Promoters'  profit  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  28. 

PROHIBITION. 

1.  Prohibition  is  the  proper  remedy  to  re«train  the  Corporation 
Commission  from  entertaining  a  proceeding  with  reference  to  matters 
lying  wholly  without  its  jurisdiction.  Atchison,  X.  &  S.  F.  R.  Co.  v. 
Corporaitios  Coomission  (Okla.)  698. 

PROMOTION  EXPBN8E8. 

Cost  of,  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  28. 

PROMPT  PATMENT. 

See  Payment. 

PROPERTY. 

Oklahoma  Commission  as  having  power  to  regulate  only  transporta- 
tion of  persons  and  property,  see  Comhissions,  3. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  with  respect  to  crossing  safe  for 
transportation  purposes,  see  Cbossings,  3. 

PROPERTY  NOT  USED  OR  ITSEFU|:<. 

Fair  return  to  be  based  upon  value  of  property  used  and  useful  in 

public  service,  see  Return,  9. 
Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  39-42. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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PROPEBTT  OWHEB8. 

Right  to  complaint  against  establishment  of  street  railway  zone 

system,  see  Rates,  26. 

PUBLIC. 

Telephone  association  not  made  public  utility  by  accepting  fran- 
chise  to  use  streets  and  violating  charter  by  serving  public, 
see  PuBUC  Utiutiss,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  in  emergencies  to  change  rates  of  interurban 
railways  to  protect  interest  of  utility  and  public,  see  Rates,  5. 

PUBUC  CONVBKIElfCB  AHD  VWJBMBITY. 

See  Certificates  of  Convenience  and  Necessitt. 

PUBUC  GOOD. 

Purchase  price  immaterial  in  considering  whether  consolidation  is 
for  public  good,  see  ConsolidatioNi  Mmbowi^  and  Sai«»  1« 

PUBUC  SEBVICE  ACT. 

See  Statutes. 

PL'BUC  SEBVICE  COXMISSIOH. 

See  Commissions. 

PUBUC  STBBBTS. 

See  Highways  and  Stbebts. 

PUBUC  UTIUTIE8. 

I.  Mutual  telephones  as  public  utilities,  1,  2» 
II,  Land  company  furnishing  u^ter  as  puhiie  uNMU^f  Sp  ^ 

See  also  Automobiles;  Electbigitt;  Qas;  Hkatino;  iNmuBBAM 
Railways;  Ibrigation;  Municipal  PukKTS;  Mutual  Tele- 
phones; Natural  Gas;  Railroads;  Street  Railways; 
Sewers;  Telephones;  Water 

See  also  Accounting;  Appeal  and  Review;  Apportionment;  Cer- 
tificates OF  Convenience  and  Necessity;  Commissions; 
Consolidation,  Merger,  and  Sale;  Constitutional  Law; 
Depreciation;  Discrimination;  Franchises;  Intercorpo- 
rate Relations;  Monopoly  and  Competition;  Municipali- 
ties; Orders;  Payment;  Rates;  Reparation;  Return;  Se- 
curity Issues;  Service;  Valuation. 

Dissolution  of  public  utilities,  see  Dissolution. 

« 

Annotation  on  what  constitutes  public  utility,  p.  759. 

Recommendation  that  franchise  requirements  relative  to  uncalled 
for  new  construction,  be  suspended  during  emergency  created  hy  war, 
p.  41. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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PUBLIC  UTILITIES— continued. 

I.  MtUudl  teieph4nies  as  public  %iUlUies, 

1.  A  voluntary  aBsociation  furnishing  telephone  service  to  its  mem- 
bers on  the  basis  ol  the  actual  cost  of  upkeep  and  operating  expense 
and  as  a  private  convenience  to  a  few  nonmembers,  owning  their  own 
instruments,  at  a  flat  rate,  and  to  nonsubscribers  on  payment  of  a  toll 
charge  when  service  is  given,  over  connecting  lines,  is  not  a  public  utility 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Act,  so  as  to  give 
the  Missouri  Conunission  jurisdiction  to  require  a  telephone  utility  to 
make  physical  connection  with  the  lines  of  the  association,  where  it  is 
not  operated  for  profit  and  the  collection  of  fees  from  nonmembers  is 
merely  an  incident  in  the  general  conduct  of  the  business.  State  ex  rel. 
Buffum  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Public  Service  C<)mmission   (Mo.)   158. 

2.  An  association  chartered  to  maintain  a  telephone  system  for  the 
private  use  of  its  members  is  not  a  public  utility,  and  does  not  become 
one,  so  as  to  subject  it  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Illinois  Commission, 
by  the  acceptance  of  a  municipal  franchise  authorizing  it  to  use  the 
public  streets,  or  by  the  violation  of  its  charter  in  rendering  service  to 
the  public.  State  Pub.  Utilities  Conunission  ex  rel.  Evansville  Teleph. 
Co.  V.  Okaw  Valley  Mut.  Teleph.  Asso.  (111.)  683. 

//•  Land  cotnpany  furnishing  water  as  public  utility, 

3.  A  land  development  company  operating  a  water  system  in  con- 
nection with  its  colonization  scheme  is  a  public  utility  with  respect 
thereto,  where  it  serves  many  persons  not  stockholders,  at  established 
rates.  Monte  Vista  Valley  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Western  Empire  Suburban 
Farms  Asso.  (Cal.)  748. 

4.  A  company  engaged  in  selling  lands  owned  by  it,  .and  as  an  in- 
cident of  the  sale  furnishing  water  for  irrigation  and  domestic  use  to 
the  purchasers,  and  no  others,  at  a  fixed  contract  rate,  is  not  a  public 
utility,  and  therefore  not  subject  to  regulation  by  the  Oregon  Public 
Service  Commission.  De  Pauw  University  v.  Public  Service  Commis- 
sion (Fed.)  274. 

PURCHASE  PRICE. 

Purchase  price  unmaterial  in  determining  whether  consolidation  is 
for  public  good,  see  Consolidation,  Mjergeb,  and  Balm,  1. 

QUESTIONS  OF  LAW  AND  FACT. 

Review  of,  on  appeal,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  3. 

RAIIiROAD  COMMISSION. 

See  CoifHIBBIONB. 

RAILROADS. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  installation  of  stockyard  seales, 

see  Appeal  and  Review,  4. 
Apportionment  in  case  of,  see  Appobtionhent,  5-8. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Effect  of  Pennsylvania  Btatute  aa  authorizing  electric  company  to 
exercise  pow«r  of  aaiiji«nt  domain  in  oonstnieting  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Cebtificatks  of  Convenizncb  asb 
Necessity,  1. 

Oklahoma  Commission  as  haying  power  to  regulate  only  transporta- 
tion of  persons  and  property,  see  CoiU£iBSi02«s,  3. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commission  to  prevent  railroad  company  construct- 
ing track  so  as  to  prevent  drainage  of  surface  water,  see 
Commissions,  8. 

Regulation  of  railroad  under  control  of  Director  G^ieral  of  Rail- 
roads,  see  CoMMissiorcs,  9. 

Crossings  of,  see  Cbossinob. 

Widening  curves  on  spur  track  as  discriminatory,  see  Discbimc^a- 
TION,  10. 

Rates  on,  see  Rates,  17-20. 

Federal  control  of  railroads  as  affecting  issuance  of  securities,  see 
Secubitt  Issues,  2. 

Power  of  Commission  over  distribution  of  coal  cars,  see  Sektice^ 
2,3. 

Railroads  not  required  to  make  unnecessary  improvements  during 
period  of  the  war,  see  Service,  14. 

Passenger  train  service  during  period  of  the  war,  see  Service,  15. 

Duty  to  install  stockyard  scales  at  point  of  shipment,  see  Sbhyicb, 
16,  17. 

Power  of  Commission  to  authorize  constructifm  of  spur  trade  over 
same  route  for  which  an  extension  was  refused,  see  Sebyigb, 
21. 

Construction  of  side  tracks  for  convenience  of  shippers,  see  SsaiviCK, 
19-23. 

Cost  of  engineering  as  an  overhead  expense,  see  Valuation,  24. 

Consideration  of  solidification  of  railroad  grading  in  valuation  pro- 
ceedings, see  Valuation,  33. 

Expenditures  on  railroad  roadbed  after  construction,  as  chargeable 
to  maintenance  and  not  to  capital,  see  Valuation,  34. 

Method  of  valuing  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuation,  61,  62. 

Discussion  of  duty  of  western  railroads  to  co-operate  with  eastern 
during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  15. 

Discussion  of  failure  of  California  railroads  to  co-ordinate  opera- 
tions into  a  continental  railway  system,  as  recommended  by  the  Rail- 
roads' War  Board,  p.  16. 

Discussion  of  desirability  of  eliminating  short  haul  waste  as  war 
•emergency  measure,  p.  38. 

Recommendation  as  to  priority  in  new  public  and  private  construc- 
tion during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  41. 

Recommendation  that  franchise  requirements,  relatire  to  imcalled 
for  new  construction,  be  suspended  during  emergency  created  by  war, 
p.  41. 

Recommendation  that  universities,  technical,  and  trade  schools  ar- 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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rftBge  for  practidial  inBtruction  in  railroad  shop  work  during  emergency 

created  by  war,  p.  41. 

Recommendation  with  reference  to  commandeering  by  the  Federal 
goyernment  of  car  and  locomotiye  works,  p.  42. 

Recommendation  relative  to  efficiency  of  railroad  equipment,  prior- 
ity of  shipping  orders,  and  reconsignment  privilegea  during  war,  pp. 
41-43. 

Recommendation  relative  to  co-operation  of  street  car  lines  with 
railroads  in  handling  freight  during  period  of  the  war,  p.  46. 

Recommendation  as  to  the  elimination  of  the  cost  of  soliciting  busi- 
ness during  emergency  creatal  by  war,  p.  47. 

Recommendation  as  to  methods  of  obviating  labor  shortage  on  rail- 
roads during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  40. 

1.  In  view  of  national  railway  control  the  California  Commission 
suggested  that  it  take  up  informally  with  the  railroads  and  all  other 
parties  interested,  various  recommendations  made  by  it  which  might 
appear  to  be  usefid  in  bringing  about  complete  national  control  and  the 
highest  possible  efficiency  of  the  transportation  system,  duriiig  the 
emergency  created  by  the  war.    Re  Transportation  Co.  (Cal.)  11. 

<<BAIUtOAD  VAXUE." 

As  method  of  appraising  railroad  right  of  way,  see  Valuaiioh,  61. 

RAT£  BASfi. 

Purchase  price  upon  consolidation  not  to  be  taken  as  fate  bAie,  see 

Consolidation,  Merges,  and  Sale,  1. 
Determination  of,  see  Valuation. 

RATES* 

1.  In  general,  1—3. 

II.  Jurisdtctiinif  powers,  and  duties  of  Cofnniissi€m9 
a.  In  general,  4r'6. 
h.  To  suspend  rates,  7. 
III.  Power  of  municipalities,  8. 
IV.  Reastnukhleness ;  factors  to  he  considered,  9^21. 
a.  In  general,  0. 
h.  Character  of  service,  10. 
c.  Existence  of  franchise  contract,  11^ 
T.  Soiite  of  change  in  rates,  1^. 
VI,  iHscrimination. 

VII.  Rates  of  particular  utilities,  18^S4. 
a.  Electricity^  13,  14. 

1.  In  general,  13, 

2.  Power,  14. 
h.  Oas,  16. 

c.  Nntural  gas,  lif. 

d.  Railroads,  17—20. 
P.IJ.R.1918C. 
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e.  Street  railways,  ;9i-v97.  ' 

i.  In  general,  21^23. 
2.  Zone  fares,  24—27, 

f.  Telephones,  28-^2, 

1.  In  general,  2S,  20. 

2.  Business  and  residence  rateSf  30* 

3.  Switching  charges,  31, 

4.  ToU  charges,  32, 

g.  Water,  33,  34, 

I,  In  general. 

Review  of  rate  order,  see  Appeal  amo  Rjeview. 

Prospective  return  of  extension  under  fnuichifle  rales  m  ■<''*«^*»g  grant 
of  certificate  therefor,  see  <^ebtificate8  of  Cokybivience  aio)  Ns- 

CESSITY,  2. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of  nat- 
ural gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line  company, 
see  Oboers,  1. 

Payment  of,  see  Payment. 

Unfavorable  rate  contract  with  municipality  as  affecting  rates  of  pri- 
vate consumer,  see  Retubn,  1. 

Advance  in  rates  on  account  of  war-time  increases  in  cost  ol  materials 
I        and  supplies,  see  Return,  19-^0. 

Emergency  relief  on  account  of  war-time  conditions,  see  Retu&n,  27-30. 

Advertising  in  connection  with  application  for  increased  rates,  as  proper 
I        operating  charge,  see  Rstubn,  47. 

1.  Rates  charged  by  a  public  service  company  may  be  unjust  and 
unreasonable  because  too  low,  as  well  as  because  too  high.  Collingswood 
^werage  Co.  v.  Collingswood  (N.  J.)  261. 

2.  An  electric  utility  will  be  permitted  to  file  a  schedule  of  rates 
iby  the  Ohio  Commission,  although  a  municipality  having  the  power  to 
do  so  has  attempted  to  fix  such  rates  by  ordinance,  where  the  ordi- 
nance rates  are  so  indefinite  and  uncertain  that  they  would  be  rejected 
if  contained  in  a  schedule  attempted  to  be  filed  by  the  utility.  Re 
Washington  Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ohio)  840. 

3.  Upon  a  petition  by  a  public  utility  company  to  the  Board  of 
Public  Utility  Commissioners  for  permission  to  increase  rates,  the  peti- 
tioner is  entitled  to  a  formal  determination  of  the  claim  advanced  by 
it  that  existing  rates  are  unjust  and  unreasonable,  and  this  right  is 
not  met  by  an  adjudication  that  the  rates  are  not  so  low  as  to  be  con- 
fiscatory.   Collingswood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  Collingswood  (N.  J.)  261. 

II,  Jurisdiction,  potters,  and  duties  of  Commission, 

a.  In  general. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  franchise,  see  Constitu- 
tional Law,  1-5. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  over  rates,  p.  775. 

4.  The  Ohio  Commission  has  jurisdiction  to  determine  whether  a 
rate  ordinance  of  a  municipality,  having  the  power  to  flx  rates,  is  too 
indefinite  and  uncertain,  in  determining  the  question  whether  a  pro- 
posed schedule  of  a  utility,  differing  therefrom,  shall  be  filed.  Re  Wash- 
ington Gas  &  E.  Co.  (Ohio)  840. 

5.  The  Indiana  Commission  has  power  in  case  of  emergency  to 
temporarily  alter  the  existing  rates  of  intenirban  railroads,  to  prevent 
injury  to  the  business  or  int^ests  of  the  utility  or  the  public.  Re 
Indianapolis  &  C.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  760. 

6.  The  Board  of  Public  Utility  Commissioners,  upon  a  petition  by  a 
sewerage  company,  refused  permission  to  raise  rates,  but  iound  that  the 
existing  rates  were  not  enoii^h  to  enable  the  company  to  raise  money 
to  make  necessary  extensions,  and  suggested  municipal  action  with 
would  make  it  possible  for  the  company  to  obtain  new  capital.  Held, 
that  the  Board  should  have  ordered  the  necessary  modification  of  rates, 
and  not  have  shifted  the  responsibility  to  the  municipality.  CoUings- 
wood  Sewerage  Co.  v.  CoUingswood  (N.  J.)  261. 

6.  To  auspend  rates. 

7.  The  Ohio  Commission  is  without  power  to  suspend  a  proposed 
schedule  of  rates  filed  by  a  telephone  company  during  the  pendency  of 
a  proceeding  to  establish  a  permanent  rate  for  the  utility.  Re  Cleve- 
Und  Teleph.  Co.   (Ohio)  270. 

III.  Power  of  municipalities. 

8.  Ohio  municipalities  have  no  aiithority  to  fix  electrical  rates  for 
power  purposes.     Re  Washington  Gas  k  £.  Co.  (Ohio)  840. 

IV.  Reasonableness;  factors  to  he  considered, 

a.  In  general. 

Consideration  of  need  for  future  expenditures  for  additions  in  fixing 

rates,  see  Retubn,  4. 
Method  of  determining  whether  rates  afford  a  reasonable  compensation 

for  service,  see  Retubn,  6. 
Consideration  of  deficiency  or  excess  in  prior  earnings  in  fixing  rates 

for  future,  see  Return,  8. 

9.  The  duty  of  the  Michigan  Commission  in  regulating  a  utility's 
rates  is  to  see  that  the  public  is  not  compelled  to  pay  unfair  rntcM  nu- 
the  service  received,  that  the  proper  standard  of  service  is  maintained, 
and  that  the  investor  is  permitted  a  fair  return.  Re  Michigan  State 
Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

h.  Character  of  service. 

10.  In  fixing  a  utility's  rates  the  character  of  the  service  rendered 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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should  be  considered,  sfnce  the  value  of  the  service  depends  upon  iU 

efficiency.    Be  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

e.  Exigience  of  franchise  contract. 

11.  A  stipulation  in  a  municipal  franchise  relative  to  rates  to  be 
charged  for  water  is  not  binding  upon  the  water  company  where  it  is 
for  an  indeterminate  period.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.) 

F»  Notice  of  i^umoe  in  ralea, 

12.  The  posting  of  a  tariff  of  rates  at  an  unused  entrance  of  the 
building  in  which  the  offices  of  the  utility  are,  and  in  the  office  of  ths 
superintendent  at  the  farm  of  the  owner  of  the  utility,  with  nothing 
to  show  that  it  is  a  new  schedule,  is  not  a  sufficient  compliance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Pennsylvania  statute,  that  the  tariff  shall  be 
posted  and  published  in  the  office  or  station  of  the  public  service  com- 
pany in  such  a  way  as  to  be  readily  accessible  and  conveniently  in- 
spected, and  that  notice  of  any  change  in  the  tariff  must  be  posted  and 
published  in  the  same  manner  as  notice  of  the  original  tariff,  and  that 
sueh  notice  must  plainly  state  the  exact  changes  to  be  made.  Ambler 
Highlands  Improv.  Asso.  v.  Upper  Dublin  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  180. 

VI.  Discrimination, 
As  to  discrimination  in  rates,  see  Di8GBtM£NATioN,  L 

VII.  Bmteo  of  particular  uUliMeB. 

a.  Electricity, 

1.  In  general. 

Discussion  of  early  theories  al  electric  rate  making,  p.  733. 

13.  A  residential  service  charge  for  electric  lighting  is  proper  al* 
though  it  raises  the  rate  of  the  small  consumer,  "tdio  is  least  able  to 
pay;  since  the  law  does  not  require  a  company  to  serve  the  small  con- 
sumer at  less  than  cost  at  the  expense  of  those  who  are  better  able  to 
pay.    Re  Lockport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   675. 

» 

2,  Pouter, 

'  14.  The  price  of  electricity  for  pbwer  must  be  Ibw  in  order  to  stimu- 
late its  use  in  large  quantities  and  to  compete  with  other  methods  of 
producing  energy.    Re  tx)ckport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (N.  T.)  (i75. 

b.  Oas, 

15.  The  Commission  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  authorizing  increased  gas  rates  to  meet  war  prices  for  oil 
and  coal,  required  the  utility,  which  had  an  appeal  on  a  foi-mer  falua- 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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tion  pending,  to  file  an  agreement  for  the  protection  of  the  public, 
accepting  the  Commifieion's  valuation  as  the  baftis  for  the  rates  to  be 
authorized  in  the  case  under  consideration,  and  agreeing  to  refund  the 
excess  oyer  the  old  rate  to  the  consumers  in  event  the  increase  is  held 
to  be  illegal  by  the  reviewing  courts  Re  Washington  Gaslight  Co. 
(D.  C.)  475. 

e.  Natural  gas. 

16.  A  gas  utility  should  not  be  permitted  to  sell  the  use  of  its  gas 
to  itself  for  a  private  enterprise  for  less  than  its  fair  market  value,  or. 
the  price  that  could  be  obtained  if  the  production  should  be  offered  upon 
the  open,  market.    Ke  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

4*  Railroads, 

17.  The  reasonableness  of  passenger  or  freight  rates  should  be  de- 
termined upon  the  fair  value  of  the  property  used  in  the  service.  Be 
Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Go.  (Mo.)  321. 

18.  In  determining  whether  a  tariff  rate  is  applicable  to  local  traf- 
fic, or  is  but  a  factor  in  a  through  rate  to  a  common  point,  the  Cali- 
fornia Commission  will  not  be  influenced  by  the  fact  that  a  shipper, 
assuming  that  the  rate  was  local,  has  entered  into  a  contract  under 
which  a  change  in  the  rate  would  affect  his  profits.    Be  Gomph  (Cal.)  8. 

19.  The  California  Commission  will  ift>t  permit  a  shipper  to  take 
advantage  of  a  freight  rate,  clearly  intended  for  through  traffic  in  con- 
nection with  a  common  carrier  by  water,  by  attempting  to  apply  it  to 
local  shipments  by  placing  the  freight  on  boats  and  moving  it  short 
distances  within  the  confines  of  the  harbor  at  the  point  of  consignment. 
Be  Gomph  (Cal.)  8. 

20.  Applications  filed  by  carriers  merely  requesting  permission  to 
increase  all  intrastate  freight  rates  effective  on  their  lines  on  a  hori- 
zontal percentage  basis  do  not  present  sufficient  facts  to  justify  the 
Kansas  Commission  to  grant  the  relief  prayed  for,  since  the  statute 
regulating  the  procedure  in  rate  proceedings  requires  that  the  applica- 
tion shall  specifically  designate  the  particular  changes  desired  in  the 
tariffs  affected.    Be  Atchison,  T.  &  S.  F.  B.  Co.  (Kan.)  144. 

e.  Street  railways^ 

1.  In  general. 

Bitenisibii  of  proper  practice  with  t-eference  to  ianiance  of  trans- 
fers, p.  644. 

21.  A  street  railway  rate  established  under  the  influence  of  war  con- 
ditions should  be  subject  to  review  as  soon  as  this  condition  ceases  to 
exist.    Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  611. 

22.  In  a  proceeding  brought  by  a  municipality  to  require  a  street 
railway  company  to  reduce  a  6-cent  fare,  recently  put  in  effect  by  it, 
to  the  long-established  pre-exifiting  6-cent  rate,  the  utility,  being  more 
or  less  exclusively  in  possession  of  the  data  pertaining  to  the  reasona- 
P.U.B.1918C.  68 
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blenesB  of  ita  rates,  should  offer  whatoTer  evidence  it  has  in  justifiea- 
lion  of  the  increased  rate,  but  the  burden  of  establishiiig  the  unreasona- 
bleness of  the  rate  from  all  the  facts  submitted  rests  upon  the  city. 
Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.   (Conn.)  611. 

23.  A  6-cent  fare  established  by  a  street  railway  company  to  re* 
place  a  5-cent  rate  to  meet  the  increased  cost  of  labor  and  materials  due 
to  war  conditions  is  not  unreasonable  for  the  system  as  a  whole,  even 
though  some  particular  lines  might  show  a  profit  under  the  old  rate, 
where  it  appears  that  the  utility  has  been  unable  to  meet  all  of  its 
fixed  charges  and  expenses  during  the  era  of  increased  cost;  that  its 
statutory  obligation  to  pave  streets  traversed  by  its  lines  is  very  heavy; 
that  the  standard  of  its  management  and  economical  operation,  as 
measured  by  the  ratio  of  overhead  expenses  to  operating  revenue  and 
operating  expenses,  compares  favorably  with  similar  companies;  and 
that  the  city  objecting  to  the  increase  has  no  particular  grounds  of 
complaint,  as  compared  with  the  average  community,  since  by  an  old 
agreement  it  receives  2  per  cent  of  the  gross  receipts  of  fares  collected 
within  its  limits.    Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  611. 

;9.  Zone  farea, 

24.  A  radical  change  in  a  long-established  zone  system  of  levying 
street  railway  fares,  no  matter  how  defective  it  may  be,  should  not  be 
made  without  a  careful  study  of  the  traffic  and  economic  conditions  on 
the  lines  and  system  affected.  Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.) 
611. 

25.  A  proper  zone  system  on  the  basis  of  a  straight  rate  of  2  cents 
per  mile,  with  a  minimum  charge  of  6  cents  for  any  ride  covering  more 
than  three  zones,  was  recommended  as  a  basis  of  producing  increased 
revenue  for  a  street  railway  company  in  two  outlying  divisions,  in  pref- 
erence to  the  method  proposed  by  the  company  of  raising  existing  zone 
fares  from  5  to  6  cents  and  abolishing  overlaps;  except  in  the  case  of  a 
specified  town,  which  was  held  entitled  to  a  uniform  fare,  with  trans- 
fer privileges.     Re  Springfield  Street  R.  C!o.  (Mass.)  615. 

26.  The  owners  of  suburban  real  estate  have  no  reasonable  ground 
for  complaint  that  the  introduction  of  a  zone  system,  if  otherwise  fair, 
will  be  prejudicial  to  land  values;  since  such  owners  have  profited  by 
the  unearned  increment  caused  by  the  extension  of  the  street  car  lines. 
Re  Springfield  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

27.  The  establishment  of  a  suitable  zone  system  in  an  extended  ter- 
ritory covered  by  a  single  5^cent  fare,  rather  than  the  increase  of  the 
fare  for  the  entire  territory  to  6  cents,  was  recommended  as  a  method 
of  producing  increased  revenue  for  a  street  railway  ccMnpany.  Be 
Springfield  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

f.  Telephones* 

1,  In  general. 

Annotation  on  telephone  rates,  p.  789. 
Annotation  on  rates  for  rural  telephones,  p.  790. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Annotation  on  rates  for  person  renting  more  than  one  instrument, 
p.  790. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  short-term  service,  p.  790. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  grounded  and  metallic  systems,  p.  791. 

Annotation  on  rate  for  desk  telephones,  p.  791. 

Annotation  on  rates  for  residence  and  business  telephones,  p.  791. 

28.  A  telephone  utility  is  entitled  to  charge  service  rates  upon  a 
metered  basis.     Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Go.  (Mich.)  81. 

29.  Local  exchange  subscribers  of  an  eztensiTe  telephone  system 
should  not  be  charged  higher  rates  for  their  service  than  would  be  re- 
quired if  their  exchange  was  operated  independently.  Re  Missouri  & 
K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

2.  Bu9ine8S  and  reMdence  rate9* 

30.  A  business  rate  should  not  be  charged  for  a  telephone  in  a 
drayman's  residence,  although  he  has  no  office  in  the  business  part  of 
the  city  and  his  home  telephone  has  at  times  been  used  for  business 
calls.    Cosby  v.  Le  Roy  Teleph.  Co.  (111.)  893. 

3,  SuHtching  chargea, 

31.  Under  the  laws  of  South  Dakota,  the  charge  arising  from  the 
connection  of  a  rural  line  with  the  exchange  of  another  company  on  a 
switching  basis  must  be  paid  by  the  rural  company,  and  may  be  in- 
cluded in  its  subscribers'  rental  rates.  McCuUoch  v.  Farm  &  Home 
Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  449. 

4,  Toll  charges. 

Discussion  of  the  proper  methods  to  be  observed  in  fixing  the  divi- 
sion of  joint  telephone  toll  rates  over  conjiecting  lines,  p.  672. 

32.  A  rate  not  in  excess  of  10  cents  per  message  is  sufficient  for  tele- 
phone toll  service,  where  practically  all  of  the  exchanges  to  which  the 
rate  would  be  applicable  are  located  within  a  radius  of  16  miles  of  the 
central  office  of  the  charging  utility.  Re  Troy  &  H.  Creek  Teleph.  Co. 
(Wis.)  668. 

g.  Water, 

Annotation  on  water  rates,  p.  934. 

33.  A  fir»t  faucet  water  rate  of  $6  per  annum  is  not  greater  than 
the  value  of  the  service  to  the  individual  consumer.  Re  Guilford  Water 
Co.  (Me.)  916. 

84.  A  mtmicipality  having  the  usual  number  of  hydrants,  alid  re- 
quiring the  usual  quantity  of  water  for  other  publie  uses,  should  pay  a 
water  company  supplying  both  public  and  domestic  service  at  least  25 
per  cent  of  the  revenue  necessary  to  enable  the  company  sucoeBsfully  to 
do  business.    Re  Guilford  Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 

KBAI.  ESTATE. 

See  Lands. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Of  rules  lor  ducontiiiiiiiig  aeryiee  for  nonpayiiiciii  of  bills,  see  Pat- 

MJENT,  2. 
Determination  that  rates  are  not  confiscatory  as  sot  determining 

reasonableness,  soe  Ratks,  3. 
Burden  of  proof  as  to  reasonableneas  of  street  railway  rates,  see 

Ratkb,  22. 

RECOUPMBHT. 

}io  allowance  for  going  Yalus  where  losses  had  bem  reooupedy 
Valuatsou,  52. 


Redemption  and  retirement  of  preferred  stock,  see  Sbodbitt  Is- 
BUE8,  5,  6.  ».«. 

MBFtTHD. 

Of  overcharges,  see  Rb^aration. 


REHEARINO. 

When  question  as  to  validity  of  order  of  Missouri  Commission  must 
be  raised,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  7. 


See  Apfbax.  and  Review;  Injunction;  Pbohibition. 

REKT. 

Apportionment  of,  as  between  local  and  toll  telephone  service,  see 

AFPOBTIONliBNT,  11,  12. 

RBPAtRS  AKD  RBPIaAOBKBimL 

Charges  for  replacements  to  be  debited  to  depreciation  reserve,  see 

Retubn,  43. 
Abandonment  of  service  by  water  utility  because  of  iAsuifieieBcy  of 

revenues  to  keep  property  in  repair,  see  Sbbviob,  35. 

REPARATIOK. 

Discount  on  bills  in  lieu  of  fine  for  inadequate  service,  see  Sebvigb, 

13. 
Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  service,  in  rates  of 

natural  gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line 

company,  see  Obdebs,  1. 

Annotation  on  power  of  Commission  to  order  reparation  on  ac- 
count of  discriminatory  rates,  p.  958. 

1.  The  California  Commission  required  a  water  utility  to  refund, 
with  interest  at  6  per  cent,  all  amounts  ooUected  for  nonnal  service 
connections  and  meters  subsequent  to  the  dAtS  of  a  general  rule  of  the 
Commission  requiring  such  installations  to  be  made  at  expense  of  the 
titility.  Monte  Vista  Valley  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Western  JSmplm  Svknubm 
Farms  Asso.  (Cal.)  748. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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BEPBODUCTIOir  COST. 

Afloertainment  of,  see  ValuatioiC,  15. 
As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  9. 

REPRODUCTIOir  COST  I^SS  DBPRBCIATIOW. 

As  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  10. 


Fundien  fA  depreciation  reeerre  for  natural  gas  plant,  see  Depbe- 

CIATION,  4. 

RESERVE  liANDS. 

Allowance  for  reserve  lands  of  natural  gas  company,  see  Valua- 
tion, 40,  41. 

RESIDENCE  RATES. 

For  electric  lighting  service,  see  Rates,  19. 

RESIDENCE  TELEPHONES. 

Business  or  residence  rates  for  telephone  in  drayman's  retid^aca, 
see  Rates,  30. 


Apportionment  of  natural  gas  investment  as  between  wholesale  and 
retail  business,  see  Afpobtionment,  2. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  natural  gas  company  be- 
tween wholesale  and  retail  business,  see  AfPOBTiONiONT,  3. 

RETURN. 

I.  BeasonahlenesB  of  return,  1^42, 

a.  In  general,  1^^. 

b.  FcLctors  to  he  considered,  5— i^. 

1,  In  general,  S—8, 

2,  Fair  value  of  property,  P. 

3,  Maintenance  of  efficiency,  SO, 

4,  Provision  for  contingencies,  !!• 

6.  Attraction  of  capital,  12,  13. 

0.  Interest  "rate,  14. 

7.  Efficiency  of  management  and  character  of  mrvioe, 

16. 

8.  Problems  peculiar  to  natural  gas,  10-^lS. 
o.  War  conditions,  10-^30. 

1.  In  general,  1&^26, 

2.  Emergency  relief,  27-^0. 

d.  Return  as  a  whole,  31. 

e.  Reasonableness  of  particular  amounts,  S2'''49. 

1.  Electricity,  32,  33. 

2.  Gas,  34. 

3.  Natural  gas,  35,  36. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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4.  Street  railuxiys,  37. 

5.  Telephones,  aS^44fm 
0.  Water,  41,  4:2, 

II.  Operating  esepenses,  4^1— 6A 
a.  In  general,  ^a^-^l, 
h.  Salaries  and  office  expenses,  4^— 4P. 
c.  Economies  in  street  railway  operationt  fUh^^ 
d»  Payment  to  holding  or  parent  oompamyp  iU^,  tf  0. 

i.  Reasonableness  of  return, 

a.  In  general. 

Determination  that  rates  are  not  confiscatory  as  not  determining  reason- 

ableness,  see  Rates,  3. 
Consideration   by  Michigan   Commission   in   fixing  rate,  of  return  to 

investor,  see  Rates,  9. 
Proportion  of  total  revenue  of  water  company  to  be  paid  by  municipality 

for  hydrants  and  other  service,  see  Rates,  34. 
Valuation  of  property  not  necessary  where  earnings  are  not  sufiicient 

to  pay  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  see  Valuation,  1. 

Annotation  on  return  for  municipal  plant,  p.  660. 
Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return,  p.  657. 
Discussion  of  the  equitable  considerations  which  tend  to  prevent  the 
adoption  of  a  fixed  universal  rate  of  return,  p.  632. 

1.  A  utility  which  has  entered  into  an  unfavorable  rate  contract 
with  a  municipality  should  not,  when  increased  revenue  is  necessary, 
be  allowed  to  place  the  entire  burden  upon  private  consumers,  in  case 
the  municipality  refuses  to  waive  its  right  under  the  contract.  Re  Guil- 
ford Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 

2.  The  value  of  natural  gas  used  for  the  production  of  gasolene,  to 
be  credited  to  a  natural  gas  company's  production  and  transmission 
expense  in  determining  the  reasonableness  of  its  return,  was  found  to 
be  one  half  of  the  net  profits  arising  out  of  the  gasolene  business.  Re 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

3.  A  telephone  utility,  having  sufTered  an  annual  operating  deficit 
of  $442,000  for  more  than  one  and  one-half  years  preceding  the  hear- 
ing, was  allowed  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  an  adequate  operating 
income.     Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.   (Mich.)    81. 

4.  In  fixing  rates  to  provide  an  adequate  return  for  a  utility,  it 
is  not  the  policy  of  the  Kansas  Commission  to  anticipate  expenditures 
for  additions,  which  may  be  necessary  at  some  future  time.  Re  Missouri 
k  K.  Teleph.  Co.   (Kan.)   56. 

b.  Factors  to  he  considered. 

1.  In  general, 

6.  In  determining  whether  rates  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a 
public  service  corporation  afford  a  fair  and  reasonable  compensation^ 
P.U.R.IOISO. 
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the  question  what  is  a  fair  and  reasonable  compensation  depends  great- 
ly upon  circumstances  and  locality.  Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co. 
(U.  S.)  640. 

6.  The  history  of  a  utility  should  be  considered  in  fixing  its  return 
during  the  war  era,  since  its  past  losses  or  prosperity  have  an  im- 
portant bearing  on  the  amount  it  should  rightfully  earn  during  the 
present  period  of  national  need.    Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  489. 

7.  An  interurban  utility,  as  a  war  emergency  measure  to  prevent 
injury  to  its  interests  was  permitted  to  increase  its  passenger  rates 
from  2  to  2^  cents  per  mile,  which,  it  was  estimated,  would  produce  an 
additional  revenue  practically  equivalent  to  the  approximated  deficit  of 
the  utility  of  the  ensuing  year.  Re  Indianapolis  &  G.  IVaction  Co. 
(Ind.)  760. 

8.  The  West  Virginia  Coounission  will  not  take  into  consideration 
in  fixing  rates  for  the  future,  either  a  deficiency  or  an  excess  in  prior 
eamingSi  except  to  the  extent  of  addition  to  capital  investment  for 
going  value.     Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.   (W.  Va.)   193. 

j9.  Fair  value  of  property, 

9.  In  limiting  the  maximum  rates  to  be  charged  by  a  utility,  the 
fair  return  to  which  it  is  entitled  should  be  based  upon  the  value  of  its 
property  used  and  useful  in  serving  the  public.  Hartford  v.  Connecti- 
cut Co.  (Conn.)  611. 

3.  Maintenance  of  efficiency, 

10.  Street  railways  and  other  local  utilities,  through  the  authoriza- 
tion of  reasonable  war  rates,  should  be  afforded  sufficient  revenue  to 
maintain  them  at  their  maximum  efficiency  during  this  abnormal  period. 
Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.   (Conn.)  611. 

4,  Provision  for  contingencies, 

11.  A  public  utility  should  be  permitted  to  earn  something  more 
than  a  bare  return  upon  its  investment  so  that  it  may  have  a  surplus 
for  contingencies.    Re  Lockport  light,  Heat  k  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  675, 

5.  Attraction  of  capital. 

Annotation  on  attraction  of  capital  as  factor  in  fixing  amount  of 
return,  p.  669. 

22.  Investments  of  private  capital  in  public  utilities  should  be  per- 
mitted to  yield  a  rate  of  return  equal  to  other  investments  of  a  similar 
degree  of  security,  otherwise  private  capital  will  not  be  attracted  to 
them  and  the  public  will  suffer  from  lack  of  extension  of  service.  Re 
Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.   (Mich.)   81. 

13.  While  it  is  desirable  that  public  utility  rates  be  as  low  as  con- 
sistent with  the  cost  of  securing  capital,  they  must  not  be  so  low  as  to 
increase  the  cost  of  securing  it,  or  as  to  make  it,  in  war  time,  almost 
impossible  to  get.    Re  Wisconsin  Gas  &  E.  Co.   (Wis.)  870. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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0.  Interest  role, 

14.  An  ordinance  fixing  the  rateg  permitted  to  be  charged  by  a  water 
company  which  will  operate  to  reduce  itg  net  return  to  about  42^oo 
per  cent  of  the  value  of  ita  plant,  in  a  locality  in  which  the  prevailing 
rate  of  interest  for  secured  loans  is  about  6  per  cent,  amounts  to  a 
taking  of  the  property  of  the  company  without  due  process  of  law. 
Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co.  (U.  S.)  640. 

7.  Efficiency  of  management  and  character  ef  service. 

Annotation  on  adequacy  of  service  as  affecting  return,  p.  659. 

Annotation  on  value  of  service  as  factor  to  be  considered  in  fixing 
amount  of  return,  p.  659. 

Annotation  on  character  of  management  as  afiTeeting  reasonableness 
of  return,  p.  660. 

Discussion  of  the  proposition  that  a  fair  return  is  predicated  upon 
adequate  service,  p.  406. 

Discussion  of  quality  of  service  rendered  by  a  street  railway  as  a 
factor  in  fixing  its  return,  p.  632. 

15.  A  street  railway  utility  which  in  the  past  has  earned  an  aver- 
age net  return  of  7i  per  cent  is  not  entitled  to  an  increase  in  its 
revenues,  upon  being  required  to  furnish  adequate  service,  although  its 
return  for  the  preceding  five  months  was  but  slightly  in  excess  of  4 
per  cent,  where  it  has  not  been  rendering  satisfactory  service  and  its 
franchise  provides  that  in  event  of  the  insufficiency  of  ita  earnings  to 
allow  a  return  of  6  per  cent,  the  deficiency  may  be  paid  out  of  future 
eaminga.  Public  Service  Commission  v.  Kansas  City  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
824. 

S.  Problems  peculiar  to  natural  gas, 

16.  A  natural  gas  utility,  owing  to  the  hazardous  character  of  its 
business  and  the  rapid  depletion  of  its  property,  is  entitled  to  receive 
a  higher  rate  of  return  than  other  utilities.  Re  West  Virginia  Central 
Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

17.  Natural  gas  rates  should,  as  a  matter  of  public  policy  and  as  a 
proper  measure  of  fairness  to  those  engaged  in  the  business,  be  fixed  so 
as  not  only  to  secure  a  liberal  return  for  the  capital  and  enterprise  in- 
vested therein,  but  as  well  also  to  encourage  and  promote  the  further 
development  and  extension  of  the  business.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co. 
(W.  Va.)  193. 

18.  In  fixing  rates  for  natural  gas  a  Commission  should  not  be  guid- 
ed or  influenced  by  the  fact  that  such  gas  is  more  desirable  as  a  sub- 
stance for  heating  and  lighting  than  other  available  fuels,  but  should 
be  guided  and  controlled  only  by  the  reasonable  value  of  the  service 
rendered  and  the  commodity  supplied.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W. 
Va.)  193. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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e.  War  condttfoiw, 

1.  In  general, 

19.  War-time  increafSes  in  the  cost  of  materials  and  supplies  do  not 
generally  reflect  sufficient  increase  in  the  operating  expenses  of  the  aver- 
age telephone  utility  to  rqiiire  advanced  rates  to  cover  the  added  bur- 
den.   Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  489. 

20.  A  utility,  to  be  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  to  provide  for 
advances  in  labor  costs,  must  show  specifically  the  advances  to  be  made 
and  indicate  the  approximate  time  they  would  be  effective,  since  it  is 
not  proper  for  a  Commission  to  resort  to  speculation  to  determine  the 
amount  to  be  allowed  to  cover  these  contemplated  expenses.  Ke  Home 
Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.)  489. 

21.  On  account  of  the  increasing  cost  of  labor  and  materials  neces- 
sarily employed  in  the  business  of  a  public  utility,  the  West  Virginia 
Commission  resolved  any  doubts  as  to  the  adequacy  of  present  rates  in 
favor  ol  the  company.    Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

22.  During  the  era  of  war-time  operating  costs,  the  Indiana  Com- 
mission, in  accordance  with  the  national  and  state  war  policies,  while 
not  underwriting  normal  returns  for  public  utilities,  will  promptly 
allow  tl^em  sufficient  relief  to  keep  them  solvent,  in  good  operating 
condition,  and  able  to  command  needed  capital.  Ft.  Wayne  &  N.  I.  Trac- 
tion Co.  V.  Ft.  Wayne  (Ind.)  479. 

23.  A  telephone  utility  was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates  to  pro- 
tect its  investment  during  the  period  of  inflated  prices  of  labor  and 
material  due  to  war  conditions,  where  it  has  never  been  able  to  care 
for  depreciation  out  of  earnings  and  its  present  income  is  insufficient  to 
pay  interest  on  its  bonded  indebtedness  and  allow  a  normal  return  on 
the  investment.    Re  Bear  River  Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (Utah)  566. 

24.  Utilities  should  not  expect  the  public  to  bear  the  entire  burden  of 
prevailing  abnormally  high  prices  due  to  war  conditions.  Re  Northern 
California  Power  Co.   (Cal.)  394. 

25.  While  public  utilities  should  bear  a  part  of  the  burden  of  the 
war,  such  burdens  should  not  be  such  as  will  make  it  difficult  or  next  to 
impossible  for  them  to  meet  their  necessary  financial  obligations.  Com- 
mercial Club  V.  Terre  Haute  Waterworks  Co.  (Ind.)  896. 

20.  The  Indiana  Commission  will  not,  under  any  circumstances,  per- 
mit utilities  to  capitalize  the  war,  or  use  any  claim  for  a  temporary 
emergency  rate  as  a  means  of  securing  an  unjust  return,  or  to  thereby 
permanently  establish  higher  rates.  Re  Indianapolis  &  C.  Traction  Co. 
(Ind.)  760. 

2,  Emergency  r^ief* 

See  also  supra,  26. 

27.  The  Indiana  OdinmiBsion,  on  a  showing  that  due  to  war  prices  of 
eoal  a  municipal  plant  furnishing  electric  and  water  service  would  show 
a  substantial  deficit  for  the  ensuing  year  under  the  prevailing  rates, 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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authorized  an  emergency  electric  rate,  eTen  though  by  eliminating  the 
furnishing  of  free  serrice  to  the  city,  appoctioning  the  operating  ex- 
penses between  the  two  services,  and  employing  other  remedial  meas- 
ures, the  plant  could  probably  be  put  on  a  self-sustaining  basis  under 
the  existing  rates.     Re  Veedersburg  (Ind.)  499. 

23.  An  emergency,  as  contemplated  by  §  122,  Indiana  Utilitiea  Act 
(Snively -Spencer),  making  it  necessary  to  .allow  a  temporary  increase 
in  rates  to  prevent  injury  to  the  business  and  interests  of  an  economi- 
cally operated  interurban  utility,  exists  where,  because  of  the  war,  the 
increase  in  its  operating  expenses  will  not  permit  a  sufficient  return 
to  meet  the  interest  on  its  underlying  and  contractual  obligations,  the 
defalcation  of  which  would  endanger  the  company's  corporate  life,  and 
the  sum  required  for  that  purpose  amounts  to  less  than  6  per  cent  on 
the  property  valuation  and  allows  for  no  return  on  the  common  or  over- 
lying preferred  stock.    Re  Indianapolis  &  C.  Traction  Co.  (Ind.)  700. 

29.  In  determining  whether  emergency  relief  should  be  granted  a 
gas  company,  the  Wisconsin  Commission  considered  not  only  the  in- 
creased price  of  coal,  but  the  facts  that  the  company  had  borne  the 
burden  of  incKased  prices  for  a  considerable  period  for  which  no  re- 
lief was  available;  that  the  cost  of  labor  had  increased,  and  that  mate- 
rials other  than  fuel  had  also  increased.  Re  Wisconsin  Gas  &  £.  Co. 
(Wis.)  870. 

30.  It  is  unnecessary  to  authorize  emergency  relief  with  a  view  of 
putting  a  gas  company  on  the  same  financial  basis  which  obtained  in 
a  year  during  which  it  had  a  gross  income,  even  after  making  ample 
provision  for  depreciation,  of  about  10  per  cent  on  the  cost  of  ita  prop- 
erty.   Re  Wisconsin  Gas  &  £.  Co.   (Wis.)  870. 

d.  Return  as  a  whol0» 

Annotation  on  reasonableness  of  return  as  a  whole,  p.  661. 

31.  In  determining  the  reasonableness  of  the  street  railway  fare 
charged  in  a  city  and  on  lines  between  it  and  adjoining  towns,  by  a 
consolidated  company  operating  an  extensive  unified  system  serving 
many  other  communities,  the  Connecticut  Commission  considered  the 
corporate  operations  of  the  whole  system  as  an  entirety  where  the  same 
rates  were  effective  throughout  and  no  evidence  was  presented  which 
would  warrant  a  finding  tliat  any  portion  less  than  the  whole  system 
should  bear  the  burden  of  producing  the  increased  income  to  which  the 
utility  was  admittedly  entitled.  Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.  (Ckinn.) 
611. 

e»  Bea8onablene88  of  particular  atnountB. 

1,  Electricity, 

Annotation  on  rate  of  return,  p.  141. 

32.  Rates  were  fixed  for  an  electric  distributing  company  so  as  to 
yield  a  net  return  of  3.85  per  cent.  Re  Carrier  Milla  Utilities  Co.  (IlL) 
133. 
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33.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  value  ol  a  utility'n  property 
devoted  to  electric  service  is  reasonable  and  fair.  Re  Lockport  light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  675. 

9.  Oaa. 

34.  Under  war  conditions  imposing  a  burden  which  must  be  borne 
by  both  producers  and  consumers,  gas  rates  advanced  to  meet  the  in- 
creased cost  of  raw  materials,  calculated  to  yield  a  return  of  approxi- 
mately 6  per  cent  on  the  Commission's  property  valuation,  are  reason- 
able and  sufficient.    Re  Washington  Gaslight  Co.  (D.  C.)  475. 

3.  Natural  gas. 

Annotation  on  rate  of  return  for  natural  gas  utility,  p.  142. 

35.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  was  held  sufficient  for  a  natural  gas  com- 
pany, notwithstanding  the  unsettled  and  unusual  conditions  due  to  war. 
Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

36.  A  return  of  a  litfle  less  than  13  per  cent,  although  not  as  great 
as  usually  allowed,  was  deemed  reasonable  by  the  West  Virginia  Com- 
mission in  allowing  an  increase  in  the  rates  of  a  natural  gas  utility, 
where  the  company  had  enjoyed  a  fair  return  in  preceding  years,  and 
due  to  a  failure  in  the  gas  field  the  new  rates  are  higher  than  average 
Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

4.  Street  railways, 

37.  The  return  to  which  an  electric  railway  company^ was  entitled, 
was  estimated  by  taking  the  actual  interest  paid  in  a  specified  year 
upon  bonds  and  floating  indebtedness,  and  computing,  in  addition,  a 
return  of  6  per  cent  upon  the  total  par  value  of  outstanding  stock,  plus 
all  premiums  paid  thereon.    Re  Springfield  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  615. 

5.  Telephones, 

Annotation  on  rate  of  return  for  telephone  utility,  p.  142. 

38.  Seven  per  cent  on  the  value  of  property  actually  used  and  uae< 
ful  is  a  fair  return  for  a  telephone  utility.  Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (Ind.) 
489. 

30.  A  telephone  company  was  permitted  to  increase  its  local  ex- 
change rates  to  earn  a  return  of  7.25  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  prop- 
erty devoted  to  this  service.    Re  Missouri  &  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)   777. 

40.  A  telephone  company  having  a  plant  valuation  of  about  $8*000 
was  permitted  to  increase  its  rates,  where  it  showed  a  gross  operating 
deficit  of  $107  for  the  preceding  year,  and  its  revenues  will  not  be 
increased  to  exceed  $425  under  the  new  schedule.  Re  Troy  &  H.  Creek 
Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  668. 

e.  Water, 

Annotation  on  rate  of  return  for  water  utility,  p.  144. 
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41.  A  return  ol  6  p«r  cent  to  a  water  utility  is  not  iiiiTeasoiiably 
high.    SeGtilford  Water  Co.  (Me.)  016. 

42.  A  return  of  8  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  a  water  plaitt  was  fixed 
as  fair  for  a  utility  serying  a  small  town  that  had  practically  no 
change  in  population  for  many  years  and  no  promise  of  an  immediate 
future  growth.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

II.  Operating  expenses. 

a.  Mn  general. 

Increased  operating  expenses  due  to  war  conditions  as  ground  for  in- 
creasing rates,  see  supra,  1^30. 

Items  carried  as  operating  expense  not  chargeable  to  capital,  see  Valxj- 
ATIOTT,  38. 

No  allowance  for  going  value  where  derelopment  cost  was  charged  to 
operation,  see  Valuation,  50. 

Annotation  of  expenses  chargeable  to  operation,  p.  166. 

43.  The  amoimt  included  in  a  utility's  operating  expense  for  de- 
preciation should  be  credited  to  the  depreciation  reserve^  and  charges 
for  replacements  should  be  debited  to  this  account,  instead  of  operating 
expenses.    Re  Troy  &  H.  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  668. 

44.  The  consumers  of  an  electric  company  should  not  be  burdened 
with  the  additional  cost  of  energy  due  to  the  fact  it  is  purchased  in- 
directly through  a  third  company  whose  stock  is  held  by  individuals  who 
exercise  a  great,  if  not  controlling,  influence  over  the  action  of  the  dis- 
tributing company;  it  appearing  that  the  latter  company  had  a  contract 
with  the  producing  company  for  a  lower  rate,  which  is  abandoned  in 
favor  of  the  contract  with  the  third  company.  Re  Lockport  Light,  Heat 
&  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  676. 

45.  An  allowance  of  1  per  cent  on  the  gross  receipts  of  an  electric 
railway  company  for  contingencies  is  not  unreasonable  in  estimating 
its  revenue  requirements  in  a  rate  proceeding.  Re  Springfield  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

46.  Expenditures  for  the  maintenance  of  lobbies  should  be  excluded 
in  determining  the  reasonable  costs  of  public  service,  and  should  be 
condemned  as  wholly  unwarranted  and  inconsistent  with  high  civic 
standards.     Re  Edison  Electric  Illuminating  Co.   (Mass.)   149. 

47.  The  expense  of  advertising  done  in  connection  with  a  utility's 
application  for  an  increase  in  rates  cannot  be  included  fairly  as  an 
item  of  operating  expenses  in  estimating  its  return  and  fixing  rates 
under  such  application.    Re  Missouri  A  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

h.  Salaries  and  office  expenses. 

48.  A  salary  of  $1,200  per  year  to  a  full-time  manager  of  a  rural 
telephone  utility  producing  a  gross  revenue  of  not  to  exceed  $3,500  per 
year  was  reduced  to  $1,000,  in  estimatii^  operating  expenses.  Re  Troy 
&  H.  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  668. 

48a.  Fifty  per  cent  of  salaries  for  management  of  svbsidiary  com- 
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fMiiies,  fixed  on  the  basis  of  aetiTe  service  in  a  strenuouB  conetmcUon 
period,  was  deducted  by  the  West  Virginia  Commission,  wliere  the 
services  had  become  of  a  mere  supervisory  character;  especially  in  view 
of  the  necessity  of  charging  high  rates  for  the  service.  B«  West  Vir- 
ginia Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

40.  The  risk  in  the  enterprise  cannot  be  considered  as  an  elament  to 
be  compensated  for  by  the  salary  of  the  manager-owner  of  a  telephone 
company.    Re  Troy  A  H.  Creek  Teleph.  Co.  (Wis.)  668, 

o.  Economies  in  street  railioay  operation* 

Discussion  of  method  of  economizing  in  operating  expenses  by  with- 
drawing cars  during  nonrush  hours  period,  p.  543. 

Discussion  of  feasibility  of  operation  of  one  man  cars  in  order  to 
produce  economy  in  operating  expenses,  p.  546. 

Discussion  of  wage  scale  and  labor  conditions  for  street  railway 
employees,  p.  833. 

Discussion  of  operation  of  trailer  as  a  means  ot  producing  economy 
in  operating  expenses,  p.  543. 

Table  of  comparative  amounts  paid  for  injuries  and  damages  of 
various  companies  during  specified  years,  p.  544. 

50.  An  hourly  basis  of  payment  of  wages  of  electric  railway  em- 
ployees is  preferable  to  a  day  basis,  since  it  results  in  a  closer  adjust- 
ment of  compensation  to  actual  work  performed.  Re  Spring%ld  Street 
R.  Co.  (Mass.)  615. 

51.  In  order  that  a  street  railway  company  may  operate  econom- 
ically, the  parking  of  automobiles  on  the  street  in  congested  territory 
should  be  prohibite4>  traffic  regulations  should  be  adjusted  and  enforced 
in  every  feasible  way,  provisions  should  be  made  for  safety  zones  and 
multiple-berth  stops,  and  railway  officials  sHould  be  station^d  at  the 
worst  points  to  help  the  city  traffic  officers  and  accelerate  the  loading 
and  unloading  of  cars.    Re  Springfield  Street  R*  Co.  (Mi^ss.)  515. 

52.  The  elimination  of  stops  on  a  street  railway  not  only  expedites 
service  and  enables  cars  to  perform  more  work  in  a  given  time,  and 
passengers  to  travel  more  rapidly  to  destination,  but  saves  power  and 
fuel  as  well.    Re  Springfield  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)   515. 

52.  Motormen  should  be  instructed  in  the  proper  use  of  the  con- 
troller for  the  purpose  of  saving  power  by  coasting  and  more  rapid 
acceleration  and  braking  in  order  to  secure  economy  of  operation.  Re 
Springfield  Street  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

54.  The  operation  of  **short-line"  cars  is  an  important  method  of 
economizing  and  adjii^sting  service  to  traffic  needs.  Ke  Springfield 
Street  E.  Co.  (Mass.)  515. 

d,  Payment  to  holding  or  parent  company* 

56.  The  Kansas  Commission  will  not  approve  of  the  inclusion  of  the 
amount  paid  to  the  American  Telephone  &.  Telegraph  Company,  by  one 
of  its  operating  companies,  under  the  regular  4^  per  cent  i^ontract^  for 
rental  of  instrument  parts  and  supplies  and  for  expert  services,  as  an 
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element  of  operating  expenws  in  a  rate  case.    Re  Misaoiiri  ft  K.  Teleplu 

Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

56.  A  charge  of  4^  per  cent  made  under  the  regular  contract  of  the 
American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Company,  with  its  operating  com- 
panies, covering  various  engineering,  accounting,  legal,  and  other  serv- 
ices, and  payments  for  instmment  set  and  part  costs,  may  be  included 
as  a  proper  element  in  fixing  the  operating  expenses  of  one  of  the  lat- 
ter companies  in  a  rate-making  proceeding.  Re  Michigan  State  Teleph. 
Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

BETUlUf  A8  A  WHOIX. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  of  consolidated  street  railway 
system  serving  many  communities,  see  Return,  31. 


See  generally  Retubn. 

Apportionment  of  revenues  as  between  local  and  toll  telephone  serv- 
ice, see  Appobtionment,  11,  12. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  water  utility  because  of  insufficiency  of 
revenues  to  keep  property  in  repair,  see  SnviCB,  35. 

Revenue  basis  for  apportioning  valuea  in  steam  railroad  caaesy  see 

AFFOBnONMBnT. 


See  Afpsal  and  Rsnsw. 

BIOHT  OF  WAT. 

Effect  of  Pennsylvania  statute  as  authorizing  electric  company  to 
exercise  power  of  eminent  domain  in  constructing  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Cebtificatbs  or  Conyeitisncx  ijn> 
Nbcbssity,  1. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  60-62. 

BVIJSS  AKD  REOmLATIOKS. 

Rules  of  telephone  utility  relative  to  unnecessary  use  of  facilities 
by  subscribers  and  use  by  non -subscribers,  see  Sebvics,  28. 

Rule  of  telephone  company  relative  to  furnishing  subscribers  with 
information  and  use  of  telephones  by  non-subscribers,  see  Sebt- 
ICE,  28. 


RVRAIi  TEUBFHOHES. 

Salary  for  manager  of  rural  telephone,  see  Return,  49. 
Number  of  stations  on  rural  telephone  lines,  see  Sebvicb,  3L 
Physical  connections  with  exchange  of  another  company,  see  Sbt- 

ice,  33. 
Rates  for,  see  Hates. 

SALARIES. 

Salary  for  manager  of  telephone  utility,  see  Rsrmuff,  48,  40. 
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Sales  amoQiiting  to  merger  or  a  conMlidation,  see  Consolidation, 
Meboeb,  and  Sale. 

Power  of  CommiBsion  to  regulate  sale  of  gas  ranges,  see  Sebvice,  5. 

System  to  be  sold  as  a  whole,  to  be  valued  as  a  unit,  see  Valua- 
tion, 5. 

BALE  PRICE. 

On  foreclosure,  as  measure  of  value,  see  Valuation,  12. 

8AXiE8. 

As  basis  of  apportionment  of  natural  gas  business  between  whole- 
sale and  retail  business,  see  Appobtionmknt,  2. 

8AZ.VAOE. 

Consideration  of,  in  computing  depreciation,  see  Depbbclation,  1. 
GoDsideratioB  of  salvage  value  upon  failure  of  natural  gas  supply, 
see  Dkpbbciation,  4. 

8CAI.E8. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  installation  of  stockyard  scales, 
see  Affbal  and  Bsvikw,  4. 

8CHOOL8. 

Liability  of  Board  of  Education  for  nonpayment  of  bills  by  con- 
tractor building  school,  see  Patubnt,  1. 

Extension  to  supply  needs  of  school  building  during  war  times,  see 
Sebvicb,  9. 

SCOPE  OF  BE  VIEW. 

By  courts,  see  Appeal  and  Review,  3,  4. 

8EC1JBITJE8. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  for  additions  as  affected  by  dif- 
ference between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  value  rep- 
resented by  bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valu- 
ation, 3. 

Consideration  of  discount  on,  in  valuation  proceedings,  see  Valu- 
ation, 29-32. 

SECUBITT  I88UE8. 
1.  In  general,  1,  2. 
MI,  Kind  of  aeourities,  d-r-0. 
///,  Purpose,  7— P. 
IV,  Amount,  10^12. 

I.  In  general. 

Purchase  price  on  consolidation  not  to  be  taken  as  basis  for  llMuance 

of  securities,  see  Consolidation,  Mbbobb,  and  Sals,  1« 
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Annotation  on  juriadiction  ol  Cemmifision  o?er  teouritf  issues, 
p.  6. 

1.  The  Maine  CommiBsion  recognizes  the  right  of  a  utility  to  Mk 
in  advance  what  it  may  depend  on  being  allowed  to  capitalise,  should 
it  subsequently  require  sums  in  excess  of  the  amount  asli^ed  for  in  the 
petition  under  consideration.    He  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.)  792. 

2.  In  view  of  the  Federal  control  and  operation  of  the  railroads, 
railroad  companies,  before  issuing  securities,  should  consider  the  possi- 
bility of  financing  upon  better  terms  under  the  provisions  of  proposed 
Congressional  legislation  than  mi^t  otherwise  be  secured  at  the  pres- 
ent time.    Re  New  York,  N.  H.  ^  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  810. 

//.  Kind  of  securities, 

3.  It  is  desirable  and  in  the  public  interest  to  use  stock  to  l^d 
a  large  floating  indebtedness,  rather  than  bonds,  so  that  the  company 
may  be  in  a  position  to  issue  either  bonds  or  stock  in  the  future  for 
needed  improvements,  and  to  use  preferred  stodc,  rather  than  common 
stock,  where  the  latter  cannot  be  issued  at  par.  Re  New  York,  H.  N. 
&  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  810. 

4.  The  Massachusetts  Public  Senrioe  CoBimisaion  approved  an  issue 
of  preferred  stock  carrying  cumulative  dividends  of  7  per  cent  per 
annum  for  the  purpose  of  funding  floating  indebtedness,  in  view  of  the 
existing  general  conditions  and  the  financial  circumstances  of  the  com- 
pany, it  appearing  that  such  issue  V9a  approved  by  a  very  large  ma- 
jority of  the  common  stockholders.  Re  New  Yorki  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co. 
(Mass.)  810. 

5.  Although  a  restriction  upon  the  right  of  the  holders  of  preferred 
stock  to  vote  upon  its  redemption  and  retirement  is  reasonable,  the 
issuance  of  preferred  stock  under  a  plan  which  places  no  restriction 
upon  the  right  of  the  holders  to  vote,  ^and  which  leaves  the  question  of 
the  retirement  of  such  stock  to  the  discretion  of  the  directors,  is  a  mat* 
ter  which  chiefly  concerns  the  common  stockholders,  and  where  the 
plfin  hap  received  the  approval  of  a  very  large  majority  of  the  common 
stockholders  there  is  no  public  interest  involved  which  would  warrant 
the  Commission  in  requiring  an  amendment  in  this  respect.  Re  New 
York,  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  810. 

9.  A  plan  for  the  issuance  of  7  per  cent  cumulative  preferred  stock 
which  provides  for  the  redemption  of  the  stock  upon  payment  of  $110 
per  share  and  all  secured  and  unpaid  dividends  was  approved  with  the 
proviso  that  any  cash  proceeds  from  the  sale  or  conversion  of  assets, 
used  in  calling  or  purchasing  such  stock,  shall  be  applicable  only  to  the 
extent  of  $100  for  each  share  so  retired,  and  any  new  stock  or  otlier 
securities  issued  for  such  purpose  shall  not  exceed  in  par  value  the 
stodc  so  retired;  any  amount  in  excess  necessary  for  such  retirement 
to  be  provided  in  either  case  by  the  company  from  earnings  or  the  sur- 
plus aceount.    Re  New  YorK  N.  H.  &  H.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  810. 

■ 

III.  Burpoae, 

Annotati<Hi  on  purposes  for  which  eecariiies  may  be  issued,  p.  7. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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7.  The  Maine  CommisBion  will  not  authorize  the  iB^uibiice  ol  securi- 
ties solelj  to  furnish  funds  with  which  to  pay  dividends.  Re  Wisoassei 
Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Jf^>  804. 

8.  The  interests  of  both  the  public  and  the  utility  require  that  a 
large  floating  indebtedness  represented  by  one-year  notes  should  be 
permanently  funded  either  by  an  issue  of  stock  or  of  bonds^  where  it  ap- 
pears that  extensive  improvements  are  urgently  needed  and  that  funds 
for  such  improvements  are  difficult  to  secure  owiqg  to  the  constant  dan- 
ger of  inability  of  effecting  a  renewal  of  the  notes,  and  that  a  receiver- 
ship may  result.     Re  New  York,  N.  H.  &  B.  R.  Co.  (Mass.)  810. 

9.  The  mere  fact  that  expenditures  on  plant  have  been  made  for 
purposes  for  which  a  utility  is  authorized  by  statute  to  issue  securities 
does  not  in  itself  justify  a  capital  issue  to  reimburse  the  funds  thus 
invested,  and  such  an  issue  should  not  be  authorized  unless  it  ^pears 
tliat  the  capital  to  be  secured  thereby  is  required  lor  a  proper  purpose. 
Re  Wteeasect  Eloetric  Light  &  P.  €•.  (Me.)  804. 

/F.  Amount, 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  for  additions  as  affected  by  difference 
between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  value  represented  by 
bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valuation,  3. 

• 

19.  In  fixing  the  amount  of  stock  a  natural  gas  utility  should  be 
allowed  to  issue  to  reimburse  its  treasury  for  capital  expenditure,  the 
California  Commission  refused  to  allow  the  capitalization  of  the  depre- 
ciation fund,  irrespective  of  the  purposes  for  which  it  may  have  been 
used*  where  due  to  the  hazardous  character  of  the  utility's  business  this 
fund  is  set  aside  to  restore  the  investment  rather  than  to  replace  worn 
property.    Re  Valley  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Cal.)  1. 

11.  In  the  consideration  of  the  application  of  a  utility  to  issue  se- 
curities for  reimbursing  its  treasury  for  earnings  expended  for  capital 
fOf^ponm,  ik%  question  is  not  so  mach  the  amount  so  ezpendjed,  as  the 
tmmttt  of  eamitigs  propevly  avaaiafcle  for  tile  payment  o£  dividends. 
Re  TaUty  Natural  Gas  Co.  (OaL)  1. 

12.  Under  §  37,  chap.  65,  Maine  Rev.  Stat.,  each  of  several  utility 
corporations  forming  integral  parts  of  a  single  system  must  be  consid- 
ered as  being  4ietioet  and  inde2>fi^d«nt,  in  fixing  the  amounts  <af  stock 
which  they  may  issue  to  reimburse  their  respective  treasuries  for  addi- 
tions and  other  capital  expenditures;  and  the  needs  of  the  patent  eom- 
pany  cannot  control,  even  though  it  has  advanced  the  money  for  the 
constructions  forming  the  basis  for  the  security  to  be  issued.  Re  Wis- 
casset  Electric  Light  &  P.  Co.  (Me.)  804. 

SEOREGATION. 

See  AvFoivrtoif  lOBNT. 

■E&VICB. 
-/.  tn  genermlf  i. 
II,  Jurisdictianf  poxcers^  4tnd  dutie»  of  Cotntniaaion^  ;d— 5. 
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Ill,  ExiensUms,  e-»-9, 
IV.  DisoriminaH&n, 
F.  Service  by  particular  utUiUea,  lih^Cm 

a.  Electricity,  lO, 

h.  Interurban  raUtMtys,  li* 

o.  Irrigatiofi,  12, 

d.  Natural  gas,  13, 

e.  Railroads,  14^23, 

1.  in  general,  14, 

2,  Passenger  train  service,  15* 
a.  Station  facilUies,  le^lS. 

4.  Sidetraoles,  1&—23, 
/.  Street  raUtoays,  24r^27. 
g.  Telephones,  2S'^34:. 

1.  in  general,  2S. 

2,  IHscontinuance  for  use  of  profane  Umguage,  20,  30» 
B>  Party-line  service,  31, 

4.  Directories,  32. 

5.  PHysical  connectitm,  33,  34, 
h.  Water,  3S,  36. 

i.  In  general. 

Allowance  of  discount  because  of  inadequate  servioe,  in  rates  of  natural 
gas  distributing  company  as  binding  upon  pipe  line  company,  see 
Orders,  1. 

Payment  for,  see  Payment. 

Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  fixing  rates,  see  Rates,  9,  10. 

Quality  of  service  as  factor  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  16. 

Annotation  on  abandonment  of  unprofitable  lines  of  steam  railroad, 
p.  511. 

1.  A  publie  utility  is  required  to  inform  fully  its  consumers  upon 
all  points  in  which  their  interests  with  the  utility  are  involved.  Monte 
Vista  Valley  Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Asso. 
(Cal.)  748. 

il.  Jurisdiction,  potters,  €tnd  duties  of  Commission. 

To  authorize  oonstruotion  of  spur  track,  see  infra,  21,  22. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  over  railroad  service,  p. 
510. 

Discussion  relative  to  jurisdiction  of  Commission  to  require  a 
natural  gas  company  to  extend  its  lines  to  other  fields  to  maintain  an 
adequate  supply  of  gas,  pp.  429-438. 

2.  The  establishment  of  a  joint  distributer  for  coal  ears  under  the 
''idle-hour"  rules,  in  lieu  of  the  chief  despatchers  of  each  carrier,  is  a 
question  involving  the  reasonableness  of  the  rules  which  is  a  matter  to 
be  determined  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  CommiesiiNi.  Aatec  Coal 
Min.  Co.  V.  Colorado  ft  S.  H.  Co.  (Colo.)  861. 
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3.  The  Colorado  Commission  has  jurisdictioB  over  the  distribution 
of  coal  cars  of  an  interstate  carrier  within  the  state,  subject  to  sucb 
measures  as  Federal  authorities  may  take  to  protect  interstate  coia- 
merce.    Aztec  Coal  Min.  Co.  v.  Colorado  &  S.  R.  Co.  (Colo.)  381. 

4.  The  California  Commission  has  no  jurisdiction  to  pass  on  the 
puritf  or  healthful  quality  of  water  furnished  by  a  utility,  as  that  mat- 
ter rests  in  the  jurisdiction  of  the  State  Board  of  Health.  Pool  v. 
Mokelumne  River  Fower  ft  Water  Go.  (Cal.)  572. 

5.  The  New  York  Commission,  First  District,  has  no  authority  to 
interfere  with  the  practices  or  charges  for  a  gas  utility  in  the  installa- 
tion or  sale  of  gas  ranges.    Jut  ▼.  Consolidated  Qaa  Co.  (N.  Y.)  890. 

III.  Extenai&fts, 

See  also  infra,  14. 

Prospective  return  of  extension  as  affecting  grant  of  certificate  there- 
for, see  CEBTmoATEs  or  Conveniengk  atxd  Kecessitt,  2. 

Annotation  on  public  necessity  for  extension  of  street  railway  serv- 
ice, p.  408. 

6.  The  fact  that  a  utility  will  incur  a  pecuniary  loss  in  carrying 
out  an  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  it  to  furnish  additional  service 
facilities  in  the  line  of  its  public  duty  does  not  per  §e  render  the  order 
unreasonable,  but  should  be  considered  as  an  important  element  in  de- 
termining its  reasonablenesB.  Puget  Sound  Traction  Light  ft  P.  Co. 
v.*  Public  Service  Commission  (Wash.)  602. 

7.  A  natural  gas  company,  so  long  as  its  production  warrants,  is 
•required  to  extend  service  to  all  consumers  within  its  territory  who  ap- 
ply therefor  if  it  can  be  done  by  a  reasonable  outlay  of  capital;  and 
it  is  immaterial  that  a  particular  extension  may  not  be  profitable  and 
that  some  of  the  buildings  to  be  supplied  are  temporary.  Luoore  v. 
St.  Marys  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)  445. 

8.  A  natural  gas  company  cannot  refuse  to  extend  its  mains  to 
serve  new  consumers  merely  on  the  ground  that  the  extent  of  its  supply 
is  problematical.    Lucore  v.  St.  Marys  Gas  Co.  (Pa.)  445. 

9.  An  extension  involving  an  expenditure  of  but  $252  may  be 
authorized  in  order  to  supply  the  needs  of  a  school  building  notwith- 
standing the  general  policy  of  the  Kew  Jersey  Commission  not  to  en- 
courage the  making  of  extensions  under  present  abnormal  war  condi- 
tions; since  that  does  not  mean  that  utilities  are  to  be  relieved  of  all 
obligations  in  the  matter  of  extensions.  Alpha  Bd.  of  Education  v. 
Eastern  Pennsylvania  Power  Co.  (N.  J.)  562. 

IV.  Discrhnination, 
Discrimination  in  service,  see  Discbikination,  II. 

F.  Service  by  particular  uiiliHes, 

Annotation  on  gas  service,  p.  893. 

Recommendation  with  reference  to  co-operation  of  steamer  and 
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motor  truek  lines  with  railroads  in  handling  freight  during  emergency 

created  by  war,  p.  45. 

• 

a.  Electricity » 

1(X.  The  demand  on  an  electrie  plant  can  be  reduced  when  neopwary 
for  purpose  of  repair,  by  cutting  off  electric  signs  entirely  and  the 
street  lights  for  an  hour  in  the  early  evening.  Public  8«r¥ioe  Com- 
mission V.  Kansaa  City  B.  Co.  (Mo.)  824. 

b»  Interurban  twHiroya. 

11.  The  Illinois  Commission  refused  to  permit  an  interurban  rail- 
way to  remove  its  tracks  from  a  portion  of  a  street  and  build  a  sta- 
tion at  an  inconvenient  and  unimproved  spot  in  the  outskirts  of  the 
village  in  order  that  it  might  be  relieved  of  paving  along  its  trades 
therein,  even  though  it  has  never  paid  interest  on  its  bonded  indebted- 
ness and  is  unable  to  raise  funds  by  the  sale  of  additional  securities. 
Re  Chieago,  O.  ft  P.  R.  Co.  (111.)  48. 

C   iTTifftttiOfl* 

12.  A  utility  furnishing  water  for  irrigation  purposes  mvst  install 
service  connections  at  its  own  expense  without  deposit,  unleas  the  aiae 
of  the  connection  is  clearly  greater  than  warranted  in  consideration  of 
the  size  of  service  usually  installed  for  like  acreage.  Monte  Vista  Val- 
ley Bd.  of  Trade  v.  Western  Empire  Suburban  Farms  Aaaob  (Cal.)  748. 

d.  Natural  gaa. 

Annotation  on  service  by  natural  gas  utility,  pp.  393,  448. 

Discussion  relative  to  accuracy  of  gas  meters,  p.  424. 

Discussion  of  the  effect  of  the  extraction  of  gasolene  by  the  absorp- 
tion process  on  the  quality  of  natural  gas  for  heating  and  illuminating 
purposes,  pp.  425-428. 

Statement  demonstrating  method  of  computing  the  loss  of  B.  T.  U.'s 
caused  by  the  extraction  of  gasolene  from  natural  gas,  p.  427. 

Discussion  of  the  relation  of  atmospheric  pressure  to  the  heating 
value  of  natural  gas,  p.  422. 

Discussion  of  advisability  of  consumers  providing  substitute  fuel 
aiid  heating  equipment  during  winter  as  a  precaution  against  suffering 
in  event  of  a  deficiency  in  the  natural  gas  supply,  p.  439. 

13.  In  a  case  growing  out  of  the  failure  of  a  natural  gas  utility  to 
furnish  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  to  consumers  during  a  period  of 
unusually  cold  weather,  and  to  comply  with  prior  Commission  service 
regulations,  the  Oklahoma  Ounmission,  ratlier  than  fining  the  company 
for  its  omissions,  allowed  the  consumers  a  percentage  discount  on 
service  charges  on  gas  consumed  for  domeetic  4)Uffposes  during  the 
period,  computed  on  the  basis  of  the  deficiency  of  the  service,  taking 
service  under  4  ounces  pressure  as  notmal.  Ruth  v.  Oklah6iiia  Qas  4 
fi.  Co.  (Okta.)  410. 
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e*  BaUroadB, 

!•  4ngenerQl» 

Annotation  on  freight  train  and  car  service,  p.  518. 

Annotation  on  passenger  train  service,  p.  611. 

Annotation  on  physical  connection  between  steam  railroad  line  and 
electric  interurbfui  Unej  p.  515. 

Discuasioo  ol  condition  ol  riiilroad  equipment  due  to  la)K)r  shortage 
caused  by  war,  p.  25. 

fiecommendations  relating  to  greater  eificiency  of  existing  railroad 
equipment  duripg  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  42. 

Recommendation  as  to  priority  orders  to  railroads  during  emer- 
gency created  by  war,  p.  41. 

Recommendation  as  to  suspension  or  reduction  of  reconsignment 
privilege  during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  43. 

14.  The  California  Commission  will  not  require  a  railroad  to  con- 
struct a  new  bridge  at  heavy  expense  when  the  existing  structure  can 
be  put  in  a  safe  condition  at  small  expense,  since  utilities  should  not 
be  required  under  the  present  war  emergency  conditions  to  spend  more 
on  improvements  than  is  absolutely  necessary.  Riverside  v.  Southern 
P.  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  31X. 

;?•  Pasmenger  train  service. 

Discussion  of  importance  of  curtailment  of  nonessential  passenger 
train  service  to  eliminate  waste  during  emergency  created  by  war,  p.  26. 

15.  Restoration  of  passenger  trains  on  a  branch  line  producing  low 
earnings  should  not  be  ordered  for  the  mere  convenience  of  patrons, 
where  the  locomotives  and  cars  are  needed  for  the  movement  of  troops 
or  to  relieve  other  equipment  for  such  use;  since  a  Public  Service  Com- 
mission  must  be  very  careful  to  make  no  orders  and  requirements  upon 
the  railroads  which  will  tend  to  hinder,  delay,  or  embarrass  the  gov- 
ernment in  its  work  of  prosecuting  the  war  to  a  victorious  conclusion. 
Olean  Mill.  Co.  v.  Missouri  P.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  113. 

5.  Station  facilities. 

Annotation  on  etation  facilities,  p.  613. 

16.  A  carrier  cannot  be  required  to  install  stockyitfd  scales  merely 
for  the  convenience  of  dealers  in  buying  Uve  stock.  Cahill  y.  Great 
Northern  R.  Co.  (S.  D.)  184. 

17.  Stockyard  scales  at  the  point  ol  shipment,  by  meaAB  of  which 
the  shipper  may  ascertain  the  minimum  loading  of  cars,  as  well  as  ex- 
cess loading,  constitute  a  reasonable  facility  of  the  carrier's  business. 
Cahill  V.  Great  Northern  R>'Co.  (S.  D.)  184. 

18.  The  Corporation  Commission  made  an  order  requiring  applicant 
to  remove  its  present  depot  in  the  city  of  Miami,  and  to  replace  same 
by  a  modern  structure  to  be  constructed  of  incombustible  material  and 
made  fire  proof,  from  which  order  appellant  appealed.  Since  the  sub- 
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mission  of  the  case  in  this  court,  the  United  States  has  taken  char|^ 
of  appellant's  line  of  railroad  and  is  now  operating  same.  In  view  of 
this  situation  the  order  of  submission  is  set  aside,  and  the  cause  con- 
tinued until  the  further  order  of  the  omirt.  St.  Louis-San  Francisco  B. 
Co.  T.  SUte  (Okla.)  596. 

4.  Sidetracks. 

Annotation  on  spur  track  and  switch  connections,  p.  309. 
Recommendation  as  to  joint  use  of  team  tracks  by  carriers  during 
emergency  created  by  war,  p.  44. 

19.  In  determining  whether  the  building  of  a  spur  track  will  be  un- 
reasonably harmful  to  public  interest^  the  fact  that  if  it  is  authorised 
another  railroad  will  lose  the  carriage  of  millions  of  feet  of  logs  is  to 
be  carefully  considered,  but  is  not  controlling  to  the  extent  of  rendering 
an  order  requiring  the  spur's  construction  unreasonable,  where  the  situ- 
ation is  such  that  reasonable  minds  can  say  that  the  pubtic  benefits  on 
its  side  will  outweigh  any  public  injury  resulting  from  the  decrease  in 
other  revenues  of  the  other  road.  Menasha  Woodenware  Co.  ▼.  Rail* 
road  Commission   (Wis.)  294. 

20.  A  finding  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  that  the  building  of  a 
spur  track  to  timber  lands  of  a  lumber  company  loperating  mills  50  or 
00  miles  away,  to  which  the  logs  are  to  be  carried  over  the  spur  and 
main  line  of  a  carrier,  is  practically  indispensable  to  the  successful 
operation  of  the  industry,  based  on  evidence  tending  to  show  that  con- 
aiderable  saving  in  freight  charges  would  be  made  in  shipping  by  this 
method  rather  than  over  the  line  of  another  carrier  engaged  in  building 
an  extension  to  serve  the  same  territory  under  prior  authorization  of 
the  Conunission,  will  not  be  disturbed  by  the  Wisconsin  supreme  court 
as  being  unreasonable,  even  though  all  minds  would  not  agree  that  the 
construction  of  the  spur  is  practically  indispensable.  Menasha  Wood- 
■enware  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)   294. 

21.  The  refusal  of  the  Wisconsin  Commission  to  grant  a  certificate 
•of  convenience  and  necessity  for  the  building  of  a  railroad  line  exten- 
sion does  not  prevent  it  from  making  an  order  for  the  construction  of  a 
spur  track  over  the  same  route  for  which  no  certificate  is  required, 
prior  to  the  expiration  of  the  statutory  period  within  which  a  new  ap- 
plication for  the  extension  could  be  filed;  since  the  spur  track,  though 
a  part  of  the  system,  is  a  facility  for  the  shippers  at  whose  expense  it 
was  built,  and  not  in  fact  an  extension,  which,  when  constructed  be- 
comes an  int^ral  part  of  the  system,  to  be  operated  by  the  utility  as  a 
common  carrier  in  the  service  of  all  the  public  on  equal  terms.  Menasha 
Woodenware  Co.  v.  Railroad  Commission  (Wis.)  294. 

22.  A  spur  track  serving  a  number  of  business  houses,  which  was 
built  under  legislative  authority  that  provided  that  it  should  be  sub- 
ject to  the  genera]  railroad  laws  and  that  freight  rates  upon  it  should 
be  regulated,  and  which  has  been  nuiintained  by  the  railroad  company, 
is  a  public  track,  and  not  a  private  sidetrack,  and  therefore  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission  with  respect  to  improveme&ta  affect* 
ing  service.     Re  Cover  &  Co.  (Masa)  504. 
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23.  A  railroad  company  in  the  hands  oi  a  receiver,  and  whose  facili- 
ties are  inadequate  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  public,  should  not  be  re- 
quired to  reconstruct  a  spur  track  to  permit  the  movement  of  larger 
cars  for  the  benefit  of  a  limited  number  of  shippers,  especially  under 
war-time  conditions,  when  it  is  difficult  to  obtain  capital  and  neces- 
sary materials  for  construction  purposes,  since  the  resources  of  the 
company  should  be  conserved  primarily  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  general 
public.     Re  Cover  ft  Co.  (Mass.)  504. 

f.  Street  railways. 

Bettering  of  traffic  conditions  to  facilitate  street  railway  service,  see 
Retusn,  51. 

Recommendation  with  reference  to  co-operation  of  street  car  lines 
with  railroads  in  handling  freight  during  emergency  created  by  war, 
p.  45. 

Discussion  of  unsatisfactory  character  of  open  cars,  p.  529. 

Discussion  of  uneconomical  operation  of  single  truck  cars,  p.  529. 

Discussion  of  effect  of  overcrowding  of  cars,  p.  538. 

Statement  of  system  employed  in  heating  street  cars  under  Federal 
fuel  conservation  order,  p.  829. 

24.  The  probability  of  a  street  railway  utility  suffering  from  a  coal 
shortage  is  remote  and  furnishes  no  excuse  for  the  curtailment  of  its 
service,  where,  under  the  war  system  of  government  fuel  administra- 
tion, the  utility  may,  upon  proper  showing,  secure  priority  on  coal  ship- 
ments.    Public  Service  Coimmission  v.  Kansas  City  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   824. 

25.  The  California  Commission  will  authorize  the  abandonment  of 
street  railway  tracks  in  preference  to  authorizing  a  large  expenditure 
for  their  improvement  and  for  the  purpose  of  paving  a  portion  of  the 
line  to  meet  th£  requirements  of  a  city  ordinance,  where  it  appears  that 
the  traffic  is  too  light  to  pay  operating  expenses  and  that  the  company 
is  already  operating  under  a  deficit,  and  without  hope  of  a  return.  Re 
Pacific  Electric  R.  Co.  (Cal.)  313. 

26.  An  order  of  a  Commission  requiring  a  street  railway  company 
earning  less  than  a  4  per  cent  return,  to  change  the  route  of  a  cross- 
town  line  to  relieve  residents  of  the  district  served  from  the  inconven- 
ience of  transferring,  is  unreasonable,  where  the  necessary  track  changes 
would  cost  $7,100,  with  at  least  a  $5,000  increase  in  annual  operating 
expenses,  and,  on  account  of  the  extreme  grades  on  the  streets  trav- 
ersed by  the  proposed  route,  the  added  service  would  have  a  tendency 
to  decrease  the  ordinary  margin  of  safety  and  add  to  the  congestion  of 
downtown  lines.  Puget  Sound  Traction  Light  &  P.  Co.  v.  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  (Wash.)  662. 

27.  A  street  railway  utility  temporarily  assisting  a  lighting  utility 
was  required  to  operate  on  a  schedule  furnishing  adequate  car  service, 
where  through  co-operation  the  utilities,  by  pushing  their  plants  to  the 
limit,  could  produce  a  sufficient  load,  although  in  excess  of  their  rated 
capacity  and  maximum  instantaneous  load  for  the  preceding  year,  to 
carry  the  additional  cars  required  to  meet  the  schedule.  Public  Serv- 
ice Commission  v.  Kansas  City  R.  Co.   (Mo.)  824. 
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1.  In  general. 

Annotatimi  on  telephone  service,  p.  260. 

Table  showing  average  telephone  calls  per  line  per  day  in  various 
cities  and  the  calling  range  of  the  several  classes  of  service,  p.  102. 

Discussion  of  methods  tending  to  overcome  number  of  "line  busy" 
reports,  p.  108. 

Discussion  of  methods  tending  to  relieve  bad  service  conditions  in 
connection  with  operators  and  central  office  service,  p.  109. 

Discussion  of  methods  suggested  to  abolish  unreasonable  delay  in 
instrument  installations  and  service  extensions  by  a  telephone  utility, 
p.  110. 

28.  A  telephone  company  was  authorized  to  establish  rules  for  the 
purpose  of  minimizing  the  unauthorized  use  of  its  facilities  by  sub- 
scribers inquiring  for  the  time  of  day,  the  location  of  fires,  and  other 
information  not  connected  with  proper  telephone  service,  and  the  un- 
authorized use  by  nonsubscribers  of  flat-rate  stations  in  stores,  oflSces, 
and  places  of  business.  Re  Southern  Bell  Tcleph.  &  Teleg.  Co.  (Ga.) 
256. 

2>  JHsconXinuance  for  u»e  of  profane  language. 


29.  The  furnishing  of  telephone  service  may  be  oonditioaied  upon  the 
signing  by  a  subscriber  of  an  agreement  to  observe  reasonable  company 
rules,  including  one  prohibiting  the  use  of  profane  and  obscene  lan- 
guage.    Bond  V.  Starkey  (Ky.)  901. 

30.  Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  is  not  ordinarily  justifled 
by  a  subscriber's  use  of  improper  language  over  the  wire  in  a  single 
instance.     Edwards  v.  Ashland  Teleph.  Co.   (111.)  891. 

3,  PartyAine  service. 

31.  All  stations  in  excess  of  eight  on  single  rural  telephone  lines 
should  be  removed  for  the  betterment  of  the  service.  Re  Bear  River 
Valley  Teleph.  Co.  (Utah)  566. 

4.  Directories, 

32.  A  telephone  utility  issuing  a  directory  and  classified  business 
list  of  its  subscribers  is  bound  to  include  therein  in  proper  alphabetical 
place  the  names,  numbers,  and  addresses  of  all  of  its  then  subscribers, 
and  this  duty  to  subscribers  whose  names  and  numbers  have  been 
omitted  through  inadvertence  is  not  met  by  publishing  a  list  of  the 
directory  omissions  a:i(l  connections  in  local  newspapers  and  sending 
gummed  slips  containing  the  list  to  its  subscribers,  with  a  request  that 
the  names  be  inserted  at  pro^r  plaees  in  the  directory.  Re  Peters 
(Hawaii)  885. 
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SERVICE— continued. 

5.  Fhysicml  connection, 

33.  The  South  Dakota  Commission  refused  to  require  a  rural  tele- 
phone utility  to  make  physical  connection  with  the  exchange  ol  another 
company,  upon  application  of  the  latter,  until  it  is  conclusively  shown 
that  a  majority  of  the  subscribers  of  the  rural  line  desire  the  service 
and  are  willing  to  pay  the  required  switching  charge  therefor.  McCul- 
loch  V.  Farm  &  Home  Teleph.  Co.  (S.  D.)  449. 

34.  Members  of  a  private  telephone  company,  individually  not  en- 
titled to  physical  connection  with  the  lines  of  a  public  company,  cannot 
collectively  demand  the  facility,  since  numbers  alone  will  not  establish 
the  claim  of  public  necessity.  State  ex  rel.  Buffum  Teleph.  Co.  v.  Pub- 
lic Service  Commission  (Mo.)  158. 

h.  Water, 

35.  The  California  Commission  would  not  permit  a  water  utility  to 
abandon  service  because  of  the  insufficiency  of  revenues  to  keep  its 
property  ifi  repair,  until  it  either  stipulated  that  it  would  abandon  its 
ditch  and  water  right  and  convey  it  for  a  nominal  sum  to  some  person 
who  desired  to  undertake  their  operation,  or  filed  staieinents  from 
oonsuBieps  ag^reeing  to  the  abandonment;  since  such  consumers,  though 
few  in  number  and  using  but  a  limited  amount  of  water,  have  acquired 
rights  which  should  not  be  destroyed  without  just  compensation.  Re 
Rose  (Cal.)   128. 

36.  A  water  company  furnishing  impure  water  was  ordered  to  adopt 
one  of  three  specified  methods  for  improving  the  quality  of  its  supply, 
and  to  submit  to  the  Commission  for  its  approval  eomplete  plans  and 
eBiim»te  of  the  cost  of  installing  the  improvements.  Montrose  v.  Con- 
sumers Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844, 

SERVICE  CHARGE. 

Necessity  of  fixing  service  charge  for  electricity,  see  Rates,  13. 

SERVICE  CONNECTIONS. 

Water  company  required  to  refund  with  interest,  charges  for  serv- 
ice connections,  see  Reparation. 

Irrigation  utility  to  install  service  connections  at  its  own  expenses, 
see  Service,  12. 

Allowance  for  value  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  consumers, 
see  Valuation,  43. 


Allowance  for  value  of  unauthorized  sewer  property  owned  by  water 
company,  see  Valuation,  39. 


See  generally  Consumers  and  Patrons. 

Profits  of  shipper  ad  determining  whether  tariff  rate  is  local  or 
only  factor  of  through  rate,  see  Rates,  18. 
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8HOBT  HAUI.. 

Elimination  of  short  haul  waste,  see  Railboads. 
Operation  ol  "short-line"  street  cars  to  save  operating  exp«ise,  see 
Rbtubn,  54. 

SHORT  TIME  SERVICE. 

Telephone  rates  for,  see  Rates. 

SIBETRACKS. 

Widening  curves  on,  as  discriminatory,  see  DisCBnairAnon,  10. 
Reasonableness  of  order  for  construction  of  side  trades,  see  Skbv- 

ICE,  19-23. 
Spur  track  built  under  legislative  authority  as  public  or  private 

track,  see  Service,  22. 

SIX-CENT  FARE. 

Of  street  railways,  see  Rates,  22,  23,  25,  27. 

SMALL  CONSUMERS. 

To  pay  service  charge  for  electric  residence  lighting,  see  Rates,  IS. 

SOLICITING  BUSINESS. 

Eliminating  soliciting  of  business  by  raiboads  during  war,  see 
Railsoadb. 

SOLIDIFICATION. 

See  Adaptation  aitd  SoLnxoioATioir. 

SOUTH  DAKOTA. 

Telephone   switching   charges  under   South   Dakota   statute^   ses 
Rates,  31. 

SFUR  TRACKS. 

See  Side  TkAOKS. 

STATE. 

Police  power  of,  to  compel  maintenance  of  proper  crossingSy  see 

Cbossings,  1. 
State  as  well  as  city  and  county  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  cost 

of  crossing,  see  Crossings,  2. 
Estoppel  of  state  by  ultra  vires  franchise  rate  contract  between 

city  and  utility,  see  Estoppel. 
United  States  and  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  necessary 

parties  defendant  to  suit  to  enjoin  interference  by  state  author* 

ities  with  compliance  with  order  of  Commission,  see  Pabties,  1. 

STATIONS  AND  STOPS. 

Multiple-berth  stops  for  street  railway  to  save  operating  expenses^ 

see  RirrtTRN,  61. 
Elimination  of  stops  to  save  street  railway  operating  expenses,  see 

Return,  61,  52. 
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STATIONS  AND  STOTS—efmtmued. 

Removal  of  intenirban  railway  station  to  avoid  liability  for,  of 

paving  street,  see  Service,  11. 
Carrier's  duty  to  install  stockyard  scales,  see  Sebviob,  16,  17. 
Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  on  account  of 

governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  Service,  18. 

Procedure  on  review  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see  Appeal  and  Re- 
view, 3. 

When  question  as  to  validity  of  order  of  Missouri  Commission  must 
be  raised,  see  Appeal  asd  Review,  7. 

Transferability  of  right  to  operate  automobile  transportation  line 
under  California  statute,  see  Autom<»ile0. 

Effect  of  Pennsylvania  statute  as  authorinng  electric  company  to 
exercise  power  of  eminent  domain  in  constructing  line  over 
railroad  right  of  way,  see  Cebtefioates  of  CoNVSiviEifCB  and 
Nboesbity,  1. 

Power  of  Illinois  Commission  to  restrain  operation  of  utility  with- 
out certificate  of  convenience,  see  Commissions,  6. 

State  as  well  as  city  and  coimty  to  pay  interest  on  share  of  coat  of 
crossing,  see  Cbosbinos,  2. 

Mutual  telephone  as  public  utility  under  Missouri  statute,  see  Pub- 
lic Utilities,  1. 

Sufficiency  of  notice  of  change  of  rates  under  Pennsylvania  statute, 
see  Rates,  12. 

Consideration  of  application  for  horizontal  increase  in  railroad  rates 
under  Kansas  statute,  see  Rates,  20. 

Telephone  switching  charges  under  South  Dakota  statute*  see  Rates* 
31. 

War  conditions  as  authorizing  temporary  increase  in  rates  under 
Indiana  statute,  see  Return,  ^8. 

Emergency  relief  under  Wisconsin  statute  on  account  of  war  prices, 
see  Retubn,  29,  30. 

STEAMBOATS. 

Annotation  on  vessels  transporting  freight  as  common  caxriers  sub- 
ject to  jurisdiction  of  Commission,  p.  759. 

Recommendation  of  co-operation  of  steam  boat  lines  with  railroads 
in  handling  freight  during  period  of  the  war,  p.  45. 

STEAM-KEATING. 

Apportionment  as  between  electric  and  steam-heating  departments, 
see  Afpobtionment,  21. 

STEAM  FI^NT. 

Apportionment  of  value  of,  as  between  electric  and  steam-heating 

departments,  see  Apportionment,  21. 
Allowance  for  value  of  reserve  steam  plant  of  electric  company,  see 
Valuation,  42. 
P.U.R.1918C. 


1100  LNDBX. 


See  Rajukulub. 

STOCK. 

lasiMiice  of,  see  Sbctvtt  Issuai. 


Voting  rights  of  holders  of  preferred  stodc,  see  SBcnsrtT  Issins,  5. 


Rcasmiablefiess  of  order  requiring  installation  of  stockyard  scales, 
see  Appeal  axd  Re?ikw,  4« 


Carrier's  duty  to  install,  see  Scrticb,  16-17. 

STOPS. 

See  Statio:vs  a2^d  Stops. 

STORES. 

Use  of  telephones  in  stores  by  nonsubscribers,  see  Skbvice^  28. 


Method  of  computing  depreciation,  see  Depbeciation,  1. 

STREET  IJ6HTIH6. 

Cutting  off  electric  street  lights  when  making  necessary  repairs  to 
plant,  see  Sebvice,  10. 

STREET  RAILWAYS. 

Prospective  return  as  affecting  grant  of  certificate  for  extension,  see 
Certificates  of  Conveniexce  and  Xecessity,  2. 

Impossibility  of  using  uniform  percentage  of  depreciation  for,  see 
Depreciatio:?,  2. 

Discrimination  in  rates  by,  see  Discbimixation,  5-7. 

Competition  with  motor  bus  lines,  see  Monopolt  and  CoMPErmoN, 
1. 

Rates  on,  see  Rates,  21-24. 

Revenues  should  be  sufficient  to  maintain  utility  at  maximum  effi- 
ciency during  period  of  the  war,  see  Rettrn,  10. 

Quality  of  service  as  factor  in  fixing  return,  see  Return,  15. 

Consideration  of  return  as  a  whole  of  consolidated  street  railway 
system  serving  many  communities,  see  Return,  81. 

Basis  of  estimating  return,  see  Refubn,  37. 

Allowance  for  contingencies,  see  Retuiin,  45. 

Wage  l)asi8  for  employees,  see  Retitin,  50. 

Economies  in  operation  of  street  cars,  see  Return,  50-M. 

Street  railway  serx'ice,  see  generally  Servicje,  24-27. 

Abandonment  of  street  railway  tracks  to  avoid  expense  of  paving 
street,  see  Service,  £5. 

Reasonableness  of  order  requiring  change  in  route,  see  Service,  26. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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STREET  RAILWAY&-contfn«i?d. 

Valuation  of  property  not  necessary  where  earnings  are  not  suffi- 
cient to  pay  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges,  see  Valua- 
tion, 1. 

Heating  street  cars  under  fuel  conservation  order,  p.  829. 

Discussion  of  rate  of  depreciation  of  various  kinds  of  street  rail- 
way property,  p.  534. 

Discussion  of  unsatisfactory  character  of  open  street  cars,  p.  629. 

Discussion  relative  to  onerous  provisions  of  street  railway  franchise 
likely  to  operate  to  detriment  of  public,  p.  402. 

Recommendation  relative  to  co-operation  of  street  car  lines  with 
railroads  in  handling  freight  during  period  of  the  war,  p.  45. 

Table  of  comparative  amounts  paid  by  street  railway  companies  for 
injuries  and  damages,  p.  544. 

Recommendation  that  franchise  requirements  relative  to  imcalled 
for  new  construction  be  suspended  during  emergency  created  by  war, 
p.  41. 


See  Highways  and  Snosrs. 

8XJB8CBIBEB8. 

See  CONStTMEBS  AND  Patsons. 

9XJB8IDIART  COMPANT. 

Electric  company  permitted  to  purchase  capital  stock  of  subsidiary 

companies,  see  Consolidation,  Merges,  and  Sale,  2. 
Payment  to  parent  company  for  management  as  proper  operating 

eharge,  see  Retubn,  56,  64. 
Consideration  of  interest  of  subsidiary  and  parent  companies  upon 

issuance  of  securities,  see  Secukett  Issues,  12. 
Capitalization  of  advances  to,  see  Valuation,  37. 
Allowance  for  working  capital  of  parent  company  required  to  assist 

subsidiary,  see  Valuation,  48. 

8IJIT8. 

Immunity  of  United  States  from  suits,  see  Umitep  STATigi,  1,  2. 

mjBEBVlUOn  BXFEK8B. 

Apportionment  of  supervision  expenses,  aoe  APFOSTiOiriCBin,  11. 
As  overheads,  see  Valuation,  26. 


See  Materials  and  Supplies. 


Consideration  of  supply  of  natural  ga«  in  OMOputing  depreeiatlon  of 
plant,  see  Depbbciation,  3,  4. 


BUPBEKE  COURT. 

Sec  Courts. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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SURFACE  WATEB. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commissioii  to  prevent  railroad  company  constmei- 
ing  track  so  as  to  prevent  drainage  of  surface  water,  see  Gom- 
Missio:<?8,  8. 

8irBPI*U8. 

Return  to  provide  surplus  for  contingencies,  see  Retubit,  11. 

SUSPEHSIOK. 

Power  of  Ohio  Commission  to  suspend  telephone  rates,  see  Ratbb,  7. 

SWITCHBOABB. 

Toll  service  retaining  identity  from  originating  to  terminating  sta- 
tion rather  than  from  toll  board  to  toll  board,  see  Affoktioh- 
MENT,  10. 

SWITCH  COHKECTIOKS. 

See  Side  Tbacks. 

SWITCHHIO  SERVICE. 

Telephone  switching  eharges  under  South  Dakota  statute,  see 
Rates,  31. 


I        See  Rates. 


Apportionment  of,  see  Appobtionment,  11. 

Value  of  plant  for  taxation  purposes  as  value  for  rate  sulking,  see 
Valuation,  14. 


.Apportionment  of  expenses,  revenues  and  investment  of  telephone 

company,  see  Appobtionment,  9~20. 
Power  of  Commission  to  enforce  terms  of  connecting  line  contract 

between  telephone  companies,  see  Commissions,  7. 
•  Rate  of  depreciation  of  telephone  plant,  see  I>bpbeoiation,  7-10. 
Discrimination  in  telephone  rates,  see  Discrimination,  8,  9. 
Power  of  Commission  over  division  of  profits  from  connecting  line 

contract,  see  Intbbcobpobate  Relations. 
Power  of  Ohio  Commission  to- suspend  telephone  rates,  see  Rates,  7. 
Rates  for,  see  Rates,  2^32. 
Advance  in  rates  due  to  war-time  increases  in  cost  of  ntfiierials  and 

supplies,  see  Return,  10,  20,  23. 
Amount  of  return  for  telephone  utility,  see  Rbtubn,  38-40. 
Salary  of  manager  of  telephone  utility,  see  Return,  48,  49. 
Payment  under  American  Telephone  and  Telegraph  Company's  4i 

cent  contract  as  proper. operating  charge,  see  Retubn,  55,  56. 
Rule  of  telephone  utility  relative  to  furnishing  of  subscribers  with 

information  and  use  of  telephones  by  nonsubaeribers,  see  Sebv- 

ICE,  28. 
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TELEPHONES— c<m*t»«ed. 

Discontinuance  of  telephone  service  for  use  of  profane  language, 
see  Service,  29,  30. 

Duty  of  telephone  company  to  include  subscribers'  names  in  direc- 
tory, see  Sebyice,  32. 

Physical  connections  of  telephones,  see  Sebvicb,  33,  34. 

Unit  station  value  as  aid  in  fixing  rate  base,  see  VALUATioir,  6. 

Ascertainment  of  'Unit  cost  of  telephone  poles  and  cables,  see  Valu- 
ation, 15. 

Working  capital  for  telephone  companies,  see  Valuation,  47,  49. 

Specific  allowance  for  going  value  of  telephone  company,  see  Valu- 
TION,  66. 

TBBMINATING  8TATIOK. 

Telephone  toll  service  as  retaining  identity  fr(»n  originating  to  ter- 
minating station,  see  Affobtioziment,  10. 

TESTIMOmr. 

Effect  of  reference  of  cause  to  master  to  take  testimony,  see  Appeal 
AND  Review,  1. 

THROUGH  RATES. 

Profits  of  shipper  as  determining  whether  tariff  rate  is  local  or  only 

factor  of  through  rate,  see  Ratds,  18. 
Application  of  through  rate  to  local  traffic  by  shipper,  see  Bates, 

19. 

TICKETS  AHD  TICKET  BOOKS. 

Discrimination  by  street  railway  in  issuing  unlimited  ticket  books, 
see  Discrimination,  6. 


Rule  of  telephone  utility  as  to  furnishing  information  as  to  time 
of  day,  see  Service,  28. 

TOIX  SERVICE. 

Apportionment  as  between  toll  and  local  telephone  service,  see  Ap- 

pobtionment,  9-20. 
Toll  service  as  retaining  identity  from  originating  to  terminating 

station,  see  Apportionment,  10. 
Subscribers  and  nonsubscribers  to  be  charged  same  toll  rates,  see 

Discrimination,  8. 
Rate  for,  see  Rates,  32. 

TRACKS. 

See  also  Sidetracks. 

TRAFFIC. 

Apportionment  of  traffic  expenses  as  between  toll  and  local  telephone 
service,  see  Apportionment,  17,  18. 

Traffic  conditions  interfering  with  operation  of  street  cars,  see  Re- 
turn, 51. 
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TRAILEB8. 

Diicussion  of  use  of  trailer  cars  ob  street  railways  to  save  operat- 
ing expenses,  p.  543. 


Transferability  of  right  to  operate  automobile  traasportation  line, 
see  AuTOMomusa. 

When  propriety  of  requiring  transfers  between  street  railway  ex- 
tension and  other  line  not  considered,  see  Cebtiticates  of 
Convenhehce  and  Nbcxssity,  3. 

TBAKSlflSSION  IJKE. 

Apportionment  of  transmission  investment  of  natural  gas  company 
between  wholesale  and  retail  butiAeae  and  between  loealitiesv 
see  Appobtionmkmt,  2. 

Kate  of  depreciation  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  Dephbciation,  6. 

Transmission  expense  to  be  credited  with  value  of  natural  gas  con- 
sumed in  making  gasolene,  see  Valuation,  4. 

TRAK8POBTATION. 

Oklahoma  Commission  as  having  power  to  regulate  only  transpor- 
tation of  persons  and  property,  see  Comhissioiis,  3. 

Power  of  Oklahoma  Commission  with  respect  to  eroseiag  sale  for 
transportation  purposes,  see  Cbosbikos,  3. 

By  railroads,  see  RAiLBOASfi. 

TBEND  CURVES. 

Use  of,  in  ascertaining  reproduction  cost,  see  VALtTATieN,  lH, 

TWO-PABTT  UHE. 

Identical  rates  for  one  and  two  party  telephone  lines,  see  Discmif- 

INAnON,  9. 

ULTRA  VIRES. 

Estoppel  of  state  by  ultra  vires  franchise  rate  contract  between 
city  and  utility,  see  EaropPKL. 

UXITBD  STATES. 

United  States  and  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  necessary 
parties  defendant  to  suit  to  enjoin  interference  by  state  author- 
ities with  compliance  with  order  of  Commission,  see  Pabtiks,  1. 

1.  The  United  States  having  consented  by  the  Judicial  Code,  §§  208 
and  211,  and  the  Act  of  October  22,  1913  (38  Stat,  at  L.  219,  chap.  32, 
Comp.  Stat.  1916,  §  994),  to  be  made  a  party  to  suits  to  set  aside  orders 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission  brought  in  the  Federal  district 
court  wherein  is  the  residence  of  the  parties  upon  whose  petitions  the 
orders  were  made,  may  not  be  »ied  in  a  district  not  within  the  consent 
given.    Illinois  C.  R.  Co.  v.  Public  Utilities  Commission  (U.  S.)   279. 

2.  The  immunity  of  the  United  States  from  suit  recognizes  no  dis- 
tinction between  cross  bills  and  original  bills,  or  between  ancillary  and 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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UNITED  STATES— con^mied. 

original  suits,  but  extends  to  suits  of  every  class.    Illinoifl  C.  R.  Co.  v. 

Public  Utilities  Commission  (U.  S.)  270. 

mrCT  FB(C£0. 

.A«certaii»ment  of,  see  Valuation,  15. 

Unit  station  investment  as  aid  in  fixing  rate  base  for  telephone 
plant,  see  Valuation,  6. 

UHBEASOWABIiEKEM. 

Generally,  see  Reasonableness. 

Rates  unreasonable  because  too  low,  see  Rates,  1. 

UinJ9ia>  P110P69.TT. 

Valuation  of,  see  Valuation,  39-42. 

USE. 

As  basis  of  apportionment,  see  Afpobtionment,  7. 
As  basis  of  apportionment  of  telephone  exchange  property,  see  Af- 
pobtionment, 20. 

vmwfitl  ijfb* 

See  Lii«. 

UTILITIES. 

See  Public  Unuvm. 

VALUATIOK. 

/.  In  general  f  1, 
11,  JurlstUctionf  poufer9,  and  ihtUes  ttf  CammiBH^tif  0. 

III.  Ascertainment  of  value  or  cost,  d— Jf5. 

a.  Of  value f  a^l^. 

1.  In  general  f  3-^. 

2.  Original  cost  as  meamtre^  7,  S, 

3.  Reproduction  cost  as  nteasurCf  9, 

4.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  ms  wi^maure, 

lO. 

5.  Capiialixation  of  earnings  as  measure,  11, 
e.  Sale  price  as  measure,  12, 

7.  Boole  value  as  measure,  13. 
S.  Valuation  for  other  purposes  as  measure,  14. 
h.  Of  reproduction  cost,  IS, 

IV.  Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation,  16-^13, 
V.  External  elements  affecting  valuation,  19, 

a.  Expiration  of  franchise,  19, 
VI.  Nonphysiaal  elements  affecting  value,  20-^3. 
a.  Overhead  expenses,  20-^28, 

1,  In  general,  20-^23. 

2,  Engineering  and  superintendence,  24,  2S* 

3,  Interest  during  construction,  26, 

4,  Cost  of  promoting  and  financing,  27,  28* 
P.U.R.1918C.  70 
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N'ALUATIOK,  Vl.--continued. 

b.  DiBc&unt  an  securities,  29-^2, 

c.  Adaptation  and  solidification,  33, 

VII.  Items  and  expenses  chargeable  to  capital,  34r^S, 
nil.  Valuation  of  particular  kinds  of  tangible  propertff,  39"^^* 

a.  Property  not  used  or  useful  in  puhlie  servieep  30^42 . 

b.  Property  not  owned,  43. 
^          c.  Ijands,  44. 

d.  Working  capital,  45— 4P. 

IX.  Valuation  of  particular  kinds  of  intangible  property,  4M^* 
e2. 
a.  Going  value,  50—5^. 

1.  In  general,  &0'^2, 

2.  Plant  considered  as  a  going  ooneem,  ffd-^5. 

3.  Specific  allotcances,  50—6^. 
5.  Leases  and  leaseholds,  SO. 

m 

o.  Bights  of  uray,  easements,  etc.,  00—4X9. 

/.  In  general, 

1.  In  passing  on  a  petition  of  a  city  alleging  an  excessive  street 
railway  fare,  a  critical  consideration  of  the  value  is  uiineeessaxy  where 
the  earnings  are  not  in  excess  of  operating  expenses  and  fixed  charges. 
Hartford  v.  Connecticut  Co.  (Conn.)  611. 

//.  Jurisdiction,  powers,  and  dutims  of  OomuUssion. 

Annotation  on  jurisdiction  of  Commission  in  valuing  property  of 
public  utility,  p.  245. 

2.  While  weight  should  be  given  to  the  judgment  and  discretion  of 
a  natural  gaa  company's  managing  oflGk^ers,  as  to  the  amount  of  reserve 
acreage  needed  for  future  use,  it  is  the  duty  of  the  Commission,  when 
it  is  apparent  that  a  larger  acreage  has  been  acquired  than  past  ex- 
perience and  a  reasonable  forecast  of  future  demands  would  justify  as 
a  capital  investment,  to  define  in  a  general  way  the  limits  of  the  re- 
serve acreage  that  may  properly  be  carried  at  the  expense  of  the  am- 
suaesa  of  the  present  rate  period.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
193. 

III.  Ascertainment  of  value  or  cost. 

a.  Of  value. 

i.  In  general. 

Annotation  on  appraisements  based  on  ''actual  performance,"  p. 
247. 

3.  The  excess  of  outstanding  securities  above  the  physical  value 
of  a  utility's  property,  represented  by  bond  discount,  should  not  count 
against  the  utility  in  the  issuance  of  additional  securities  for  subse- 
quent plant  additions,  where  such  discount  is  to  be  amortized  out  of 
earnings.  Re  Hampton  Waterwork3  Co.  (X.  H.)  171. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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4.  In  determining  the  investment  of  a  natural  gas  company  for  rate 
making,  there  should  be  credited  to  production  expense  and  aueh  part 
of  transmission  expense  as  may  be  proper,  the  fair  value  of  the  use 
of  the  gas  production  per  unit  of  volume  used  in  the  process  of  the 
manufacture  of  gasolene,  since  gasolene  is  not  a  by-product  of  natural 
gas  production.     Ke  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

5.  The  finding  fixing  the  compensation  to  be  paid  for  a  water  dis- 
tributing system  to  pass  as  a  whole  must  be  a  finding  of  the  value  of 
the  properties  and  rights  as  a  unit.  Re  Fair  Oaks  Irrig.  Dist.  (Cal.; 
879. 

'  6.  The  Michigan  Commission,  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation,  consid- 
ered the  amount  invested  in  the  property  used  in  giving  the  service, 
fixed  upon  the  basis  of  the  imit  station  value  in  the  whole  system  ap- 
plied to  the  exchange  under  consideration,  as  an  aid  and  check  to  the 
reproduction  less  depreciation  method  in  arriving  at  the  proper  rate 
base.    Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Go.  (Mich.)  81. 

2.  Original  cost  as  measure* 

Annotation  on  original  cost  as  measure  of  value,  p.  246. 

7.  Net  additions  of  construction  and  equipment  as  shown  by  a  rail- 
toad's  annual  reports  were  added  to  a  report  of  the  Missouri  Commis- 
sion's accountants,  showing  the  total  of  these  items  at  a  prior  time,  to 
avoid  the  necessity  for  a  supplementary  audit  in  bringing  the  original 
cost  of  the  whole  of  the  carrier's  properties  up  to  date,  where,  in  view 
of  the  carrier's  prior  accurateness,  there  was  little  likelihood  of  error 
in  the  subsequent  reports.  Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.) 
321. 

8.  The  Kansas  Commission,  in  fixing  a  rate  base  for  a  telephone 
company,  based  the  values  assigned  to  the  property  on  an  actual  cost 
estimate  derived  from  a  study  of  the  utility's  records.  Re  Missouri  & 
K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  777. 

3.  Meproduetion  coBi  as  measure, 

9.  The  cost  of  reproducing  railroad  equipment  may  be  properly 
estimated  in  a  rate  valuation,  upon  the  basis  of  information  received 
from  manufacturers,  and  from  the  valuation  departments  of  other  rail- 
roads, together  with  available  records  of  the  applicant.  Re  Mississippi 
River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321. 

4.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  as  measure, 

10.  Reproduction  cost  less  depreciation  should  not  be  taken  as  the 
fair  value  of  utility  property  for  rate  making,  where  based  upon  in- 
flated prices  of  an  abnormal  period.     Re  Guilford  Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 

5.  Capitalisation  of  earnings  as  m,easure» 

11.  In  determining  the  just  compensation  to  be  paid  for  a  utility's 
property,  the  California  Commission  will  consider  the  earnings  of  the 
P.U.R.lOl  80 
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oompany,  and  acoord  this  element  such  weight  as  the  evidenos  appears 

to  justify.    Re  Fair  Oaks  Irrig.  Dist.  (Cal.)  870. 

tf.  8mle  price  as  m%eamMre. 

12.  The  price  paid  for  a  water  system  at  a  foreclosure  sale,  although 
to  be  given  some  consideration  in  determining  what  would  constitute  a 
just  compensation  to  the  present  owners  for  the  property,  cannot  be 
considered  as  fixing  its  sale  value.  Ke  Fair  Oaks  Irrig.  Dist.  (Cal.) 
879. 

7.  Book  value  as  measure. 

13.  In  a  valuation  of  physical  property,  figures  for  actual  coets  for 
specified  items  as  shown  by  the  utility's  books  are  antitied  to  greater 
weight  than  figures  based  on  theoretical  estimates,  where  there  is  no 
reason  to  presume  that  the  company's  accounts  are  inoonrect  or  falsi- 
fied.    Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

S.  Valuation  for  other  purposes  as  measure. 

Purchase  prioe  upon  consolidation  not  to  be  taken  aa  basis  for  issuance 
of  securities  or  as  rate  base,  see  CoNaouDAXiOR,  Mmsosmm,  amd  Salb, 
1. 

Annotation  on  taxation  value  as  measure  of  value,  p.  247. 

14.  The  estimated  value  of  utility  property  in  its  return  to  an 
assessment  board  may  properly  be  considered  in  arriving  at  the  value 
for  rate  making,  but  the  utility  should  not  be  bound  thereby  or  by  the 
value  fixed  by  the  assessing  board  on  the  basis  of  revenue.  Re  West 
Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

5.  Of  reproduction  cost. 

Annotation  on  ascertainment  of  reproduction  cost,  p.  248. 

15.  Trend  curves,  in  whidi  the  initial  point  is  largely  the  governing 
factor  of  the  result,  should  not  be  used  to  determine  the  unit  cost  of 
telephone  poles  and  cables  in  arriving  at  their  fair  value  in  a  rate 
case.    Re  Missouri  k  K.  Teleph.  Co.  (Kan.)  55. 

IV,  Consideration  of  accrued  depreciation. 

Annotation  on  consideration  of  accrued  depreciation  in  valuation, 
p.  248. 

Discussion  of  whether  depreciation  should  be  consider^  in  valuing 
property  for  rate  making,  p.  07. 

Discussion  of  various  methods  used  in  estimating  amounts  to  be 
allowed  for  accrued  depreciation  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation,  p.  64. 

16.  In  fixing  the  present  value  of  a  telephone  plant  in  a  rate  case 
the  appreciation  of  property  values  should  be  considered  in  arriving 
at  the  amount  to  be  deducted  for  depreciation.  Re  Michigan  State 
Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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17.  A  strai^t  allowance  for  d^preeiation  of  15  per  oeiit  of  the 
physical  value  of  natural  gae  property,  including  the  allowance  for 
overhead  and  going  vahie,  but  excluding  the  allowance  for  working 
capital,  was  made  for  accrued  depreciation.  Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co, 
(W.  Va.)  103. 

18.  A  deduction  of  28  per  cent  from  the  reproduction  cost  of  a  nat- 
ural gas  utility's  plant  and  distribution  system,  for  depreciation,  was 
held  suflScient  in  ascertaining  the  present  value  for  rate  making  where 
the  property  was  very  largely  constructed  within  the  preceding  seven 
or  eight  years.     Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

F.  External  elements  affecting  valuation, 

a.  Expiration  of  franchise, 

19.  In  determining  whether  water  rates  fixed  by  a  municipal  ordi- 
nance are  confiscatory,  it  is  proper,  notwithstanding  the  water  com- 
pany's franchise  has  expired,  to  value  the  plant  as  capable  of  use  and 
actually  in  use  in  the  public  service,  rather  than  at  what  the  property 
would  bring  for  some  other  use  in  case  the  city  should  build  its  own 
plant,  where  there  are  no  other  means  of  adequately  supplying  the 
city,  and  the  construction  of  a  municipal  system  would  take  at  least  five 
years,  and  where  the  ordinance  fixing  rates,  while  assuming  to  treat  the 
water  company  as  a  mere  tenant  by  suilerance  in  the  streets,  recognizes 
that  its  plant  must  continue  to  serve  the  public  needs;  since  such  ordi- 
nance amounts  to  the  grant  of  a  new  franchise  of  indefinite  duration, 
terminable  either  by  the  city  or  by  the  company  at  such  time  and 
under  such  circumstances  as  may  be  consistent  with  the  duty  that  both 
owe  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  city.  Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co. 
(U.  S.)  640. 

VI.  Nonphysical  elements  affecting  value. 

Annotation  on  paving  over  mains,  p.  240. 

a.  Overhead  expenses, 

1,  In  general. 

Discussion  of  various  methods  used  in  eatimatittg  amounts  to  be 
allowed  for  overhead  costs  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation,  p.  66. 
Annotation  on  overhead  expenses,  p.  249. 

20.  The  question  whether  overhead  expenses  should  be  allowed  in  a 
valuation  for  rate  making  is  neither  moral  nor  legal,  but  merely  one 
of  fact,  since  such  expenses  are  actual  and  real.  Re  Lockport  Light, 
Heat  &  P.  Co;  (N.  Y.)  675. 

21.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  overheads  in  a  valuation  for 
rate  making,  where  the  services  they  represent  were  performed  by  the 
company's  own  representatives  and  are  already  allowed  as  an  operating 
expense.     Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  468. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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22.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  waa  held  Ub»al  for  aiverbaad 
in  the  case  of  a  company  which  had  originaUy  acquired  ita  j^ant  bf 
purchase,  in  view  of  the  fact  th£t  overhead  ezpenditnres  prior  to  the 
purchase  were  not  shown,  and  that  all  expenditures  of  thia  character 
made  since  the  purchase  had  either  been  paid  from  operating  revenue* 
or  charged  to  capital  account.    Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)   193. 

23.  An  allowance  of  20  per  cent  of  the  labor  and  material  ooets  of 
an  electric  plant  was  made  for  overheads  in  a  valuation  for  rate  mak- 
ing.   Re  Lockport  Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  676. 

2.  Engineering  and  auperinlendenee, 

24.  An  estimate  for  engineering  expense  in  the  valuation  of  a  rail- 
road property,  based  on  a  study  and  actual  estimate  of  the  cost  of  this 
work  for  each  portion,  is  probably  more  nearly  correct  than  one  esti- 
mated on  a  percentage  basis.  Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co. 
(Mo.)  321. 

25.  An  allowance  was  made  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  water  system 
for  organization  and  legal  expenses  and  for  engineering  and  super- 
vision, although  there  was  no  definite  testimony  as  to  any  amounts  of 
expenses  incurred;  it  appearing  that  the  officers  never  received  during 
the  construction  period  any  salary  although  they  did  devote  considera- 
ble time  to  it,  and  that  the  books  of  the  company  had  been  destroyed. 
Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

8.  Interest  during  cenatruetion. 

Discussion  of  methods  used  in  computing  the  items  of  interest  dur- 
ing construction  and  omissions  and  errors  in  estimating  overhead  ex- 
penses in  a  rate  valuation,  p.  91. 

20.  An  allowance  for  interest  during  construction  was  made  in  a 
rate  valuation  of  a  water  system,  at  the  rate  of  0  per  cent  for  eight 
months,  upon  bonds  that  were  issued  before  the  construction  of  the 
plant.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

4,  Cost  of  promoting  and  financing. 

27t  No  allowance  was  made  for  cost  of  money  in  a  valuation  for 
rate  making,  it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  all  of 
its  operating  expenses,  fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  stock  represent- 
ing actual  investment,  and  that  other  overheads  were  recognized;  and 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Commission  was  finding  present  value  in- 
stead of  original  cost.     Re  Guilford  Water  (Do.  (Me.)  916. 

28.  No  allowance  was  made  for  promoter's  profit  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion, it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  operating  ex- 
penses, fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  Htock  representing  actual  invest- 
ment, and  that  other  overheads  were  allowed;  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  Commission  was  finding  present  value  instead  of  original  cosL 
Re  Guilford  Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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&•  I^iaoaunt  oh  securities* 

29.  Bond  discount  is  not  properly  chargeable  to  capital  accotuit  in 
a  rate  valuation.    Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321. 

30.  No  allowance  was  made  for  bond  discount  in  a  rate  valuation 
of  a  water  system  where  it  appeared  that  the  original  issue  of  bonds, 
as  well  as  390  shares  of  the  capital  stock,  were  issued  to  the  builders 
as  payment  for  the  plant.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.    (Pa.) 

* 

31.  A  utility  should  be  authorized  to  issue  securities  against  a  sum 
representing  the  difference  between  the  face  value  of  securities  hereto- 
fore issued  and  the  net  amount  realized  from  them,  less  so  much  as 
has  since  been  amortized.     Re  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.)  792. 

32.  Allowance  of  discount  on  securities  and  of  the  sinking-fund  in- 
vestment as  capital  charges  was  made  by  the  Maine  Commission  as  a 
special  provision  for  the  needs  of  the  utility,  where  the  abnormal  con- 
dition of  business  justified  the  fimding  of  its  temporary  obligations. 
Re  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.)  792. 

c.  Adaptation  and  solidification, 

33.  The  cost  of  railroad  grading  cannot  be  appreciated  for  adapta- 
tion and  solidification  in  a  rate  valuation,  where  there  is  no  evidence 
of  capital  expenditures  on  the  roadbed  subsequent  to  its  construction, 
and  the  appreciated  value  appears  to  be  due  to  time  and  the  elements 
or  to  expenditures  chargeable  to  maintenance.  Re  Mississippi  River 
k  B.  T.  R.  Co.  ( Mo. )  32X. 

VH,  Items  and  expenses  chargeable  to  capital. 

Annotation  on  items  chargeable  to  capital  or  operation,  p.  250. 

34.  Expenditures  on  a  railroad  roadbed  after  construction  should 
be  charged  to  maintenance,  in  a  rate  valuation,  unless  it  is  affirmatively 
shown  that  they  were  made  for  capital  purposes.  Re  Mississippi  River 
&B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321. 

35.  The  value  of  construction,  incomplete  at  the  time  of  the  valua- 
tion, should  not  be  excluded  in  determining  the  rate  base,  where  such 
construction  has  since  been  completed  and  is  in  use  in  the  public  service. 
Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

36.  Expenditures  for  natural  gas  well  drilling  should  not  be  capital- 
ized for  rate  making,  where  already  allowed  as  an  operating  expense. 
Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  463. 

37.  Prior  advances  made  to  subsidiary  companies  for  construction 
purposes,  by  a  utility  purchasing  their  capital  stock,  and  forming  the 
basis  for  the  major  part  of  their  authorized  capital-stock  issues,  the 
total  aggregate  amount  of  which  has  been  fixed  as  the  purchase  price, 
cannot  be  considered  as  capital  expenditures  for  construction  by  the 
utility,  against  which  it  may  issue  bonds  for  said  purchase  price.  Re 
Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.)  792. 

18.  The  Maine  Commission  refused  to  allow  a  utility  to  capitalize 
P.U.R.1918C. 


1X12  INDEX. 

• 

VALUATION— conftfiwed. 

an  item  for  general  administration^  which  had  been  carried  as  a  part 
of  the  operating  expenses^  although  it  might  properly  have  been  charged 
to  the  capital  account  had  the  utility  elected  to  do  bo  at  the  time, 
where  it  appeared  that  when  charged,  there  was  no  "intention  of  replac- 
ing it  except  from  earnings."    Ke  Central  Maine  Power  Co.   (Me.)  792. 

VHl,  Valuation  of  particular  kinds  of  tangible  property. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  natural  gas  wells,  p.  252. 
Discussion  of  method  employed   in  making  appraisal  of  a  street 
railway  system  in  instant  case,  p.  628. 

a.  Property  not  used  or  ttsef%U  in  public  service. 

Fair  return  to  be  based  upon  value  of  property  used  and  useful  in  pub- 
lic service,  see  Retub>^,  9. 

Annotation  on  valuation  on  property  not  used  or  naefiil  in  public 
service,  p.  2d0. 

39.  Sewer  property  should  not  be  included  in  the  value  of  a  water 
company's  plant  for  rate  making,  where  the  company  is  unauthorized 
to  construct  or  operate  a  sewage  system.  Re  Ouilford  Water  Co.  (Me.) 
916. 

40.  The  West  Virginia  Commission  does  not  approve  of  the  policy 
of  holding  vast  acreages  of  gas  producing  property  in  reser>'e,  merely 
upon  the  principle  that  it  may  otherwise  be  acquired  by  others.  Re 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  ( W.  Va. )  193.  [ 

41.  A  natural  gas  company  should  be  permitted  to  carry,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  its  consumers,  only  such  undeveloped  land  as  will  insure  un- 
interrupted service  and  an  adequate  supply  of  gas  under  a  reasonable 
forecast  of  future  conditions.     Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

42.  A  city  cannot  successfully  urge  that  a  consolidated  electric  com- 
pany is  not  entitled  to  a  return  upon  a  steam  plant  on  the  theory  that 
it  is  an  unnecessary  duplication  of  facilities,  where  the  city  granted  the 
franchise  for  the  steam  plant  for  the  purpose  of  competition;  nor  can 
a  steam-reserve  plant  be  unnecessary  even  to  a  company  distributing 
electricity  generated  at  Niagara  Falls.  Re  Lockport  Light,  Heat  &  P. 
Co.  (N.  Y.)  676. 

h.  Property  not  owned, 

43.  The  cost  of  service  connections  paid  for  by  the  consumers  should 
not  be  included  in  the  value  of  the  plant  for  rate-making  purposes. 
Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  ( Pa. )  844. 

c.  Lands, 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  land  where  there  is  uncertainty  as  to 
title,  p.  252. 

44.  The  Kansas  Commission,  in  a  telephone  rate  case,  valued  town 
lots  partially  occupied  by  the  central  office  at  the  amount  of  the  pur- 
chase price  as  shown  by  the  recorded  deeds.  Re  Missouri  k  K.  Teleph. 
Co.   (Kan.)   777. 

P.U.R.1918C. 
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d.  WorJdng  capUah 

■ 

Annotation  on  allowance  for  working  capital,  p.  251. 
Discussion  of  various  methods  used  in  estimating  amounts  to  be 
allowed  for  working  capital  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation,  p.  66. 

45.  An  amount  equal  to  an  average  monthly  collection  was  allowed 
as  working  capital  in  a  rate  valuation  of  a  natural  gas  plant.  Re  West 
Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  453. 

46.  A  cask  sum  in  excess  of  one  month's  average  expenditures,  in 
addition  to  the  value  of  the  meters,  tools,  and  stock  on  hand,  was  al- 
lowed for  working  capital  of  a  water  system.  Montrose  v.  Consumers 
Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

47.  Advance  payments  of  telephone  subscribers  should  not  be  in- 
cluded in  an  allowance  for  working  capital  in  which  accounts  receivable 
are  considered  as  an  element,  since  the  first  item  is  a  proper  offset 

^against  the  latter.    Re  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

48.  A  parent  utility  company  stajMls  in  the  position  of  banker  to 
subsidiary  companies  whose  stock  it  has  purchased,  and,  if  they  may 
not  issue  capital  to  provide  themselves  with  assets  to  meet  all  extraor- 
dinary demands,  it  should  be  prepared  to  assist  them  accordingly,  and 
this  item  shoyld  be  considered  in  fixing  the  amount  of  a  security  issue 
to  provide  it  with  working  capital.  Re  Central  Maine  Power  Co.  (Me.) 
792. 

40.  An  allowance  of  $330,000  was  made  for  working  capital  of  a 
telephone  utility  whose  entire  property  was  valued  at  $10,913,191  for 
rate-making  purposes.    Be  Michigan  State  Teleph.  Co.  (Mich.)  81. 

IX.  Valuation  of  particuiar  Jdnds  of  ttitangible  property. 

Annotation  on  capitalization  of  franchise,  p.  253. 

a.  Oaimg  value. 

1.  In  general* 

Annotation  on  allowances  for  going  value,  p.  252. 
Definition  of  '*going  value,"  p.  93. 

50.  No  allowance  should  be  made  for  going  value  in  a  rate  case 
where  the  cost  of  building  up  and  developing  the  business  has  been 
charged  to  operation.     Re  Home  Teleph.  Co.    (Ind.)    489. 

51.  An  allowance  for  development  cost  based  upon  deficiency  of  re- 
turn, in  the  case  of  a  corporation  which  has  acquired  its  property  by 
purchase  from  other  corporations,  should  be  limited  to  losses  from  opera- 
tion (Cfter  the  sale,  since  the  intangible  represented  by  losses  prior 
thereto  must  be  deemed  included  in  the  purchase  price.  Re  Lockport 
Light,  Heat  &  P.  Co.   (N.  Y.)   675. 

52.  No  allowance  was  made  for  cost  of  developing  the  business  in  a 
rate  valuation  of  a  water  system,  in  the  absence  of  evidence  detailing 
any  expenditures  for  that  purpose,  where  it  appeared  that  the  utility 
during  the  entire  period  of  its  existence  had  realized  an  average  yearly 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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return  of  more  than  6  per  cent  upon  the  value  of  the  plant,  and  an 
allowance  had  been  made  for  interest  during  construction,  for  legal 
and  organization  expenses,  and  for  engineering  and  supervision,  in  an 
amount  equivalent  to  nearly  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  physical 
property.    Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

2,  Plant  considered  as  a  going  concern, 

63.  No  allowance  was  made  for  going-concern  value  in  a  rate  valua- 
tion, it  appearing  that  the  company  had  always  earned  all  of  its  operat- 
ing expenses,  fixed  charges  and  dividends  on  stock  representing  actual 
investment,  and  that  organization  expense,  interest  during  construction, 
and  other  overhead  items,  were  recognized  in  an  estimate  of  the  cost 
of  reproduction  new  of  the  company's  property;  and  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Commission  was  finding  the  present  value  instead  of  the 
original  cost.    Ee  Guilford  Water  Co.  (Me.)  916. 

64.  In  fixing  the  fair  value  of  the  various  items  of  property  of  ^ 
water  system  for  rate-making  purposes,  the  Pennsylvania  Commission 
took  into  consideration  that  the  plant  w^as  in  operation  and  doing  busi- 
neas,  instead  of  making  a  separate  allowance  for  going-concern  value. 
Montrose  v.  Consumers  Water  Co.  (Pa.)  844. 

66.  In  ascertaining  the  value  of  a  water  system  for  the  purpose  of 
determining  whether  the  rates  fixed  by  a  municipal  ordinance  are  in- 
adequate and  confiscatory,  its  value  as  a  going  concern  is  properly  in- 
cluded.   Denver  v.  Denver  Union  Water  Co.  (U.  S.)  640. 

3*  Specific  aUowances. 

Discussion  of  various  methods  used  in  estimating  amounts  to  be 
allowed  for  cost  of  establishing  business  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation, 
p.  66. 

66.  An  allowance  of  8  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the  physical  property 
was  made  for  going  value  in  a  telephone  rate  valuation.  Re  Michigan 
State  Teleph.  Co.   (Mich.)   81. 

67.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent,  in  addition  to  the  physical  value  of 
a  plant,  including  overhead  charges,  was  made  for  going  value  in  con- 
sideration of  the  fact  that  there  had  been  early  losses,  and  of  the  ele- 
ment of  value  universally  recognized  as  entering  into  an  established 
going  concern.    Re  United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.)  193. 

68.  An  allowance  of  10  per  cent  was  made  for  going  value  in  a 
natural  gas  rate  valuation,  where  the  utility's  rates  and  dividends  have 
never  been  unreasonably  high  and  its  plant  has  been  economically  con- 
structed and  developed.  Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.  (W.  Va.) 
463. 

&.  Leases  and  leaseholds, 

69.  A  natural  gas  utility  should  not  be  allowed  the  full  increase  in 
the  value  of  developed  leaseholds,  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making,  where 
the  delay  rentals  have  been  included  in  operating  expenses  paid  by  the 
consumer.     Re  West  Virginia  Central  Gas  Co.    (W.  Va.)   453. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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c.  Bights  of  way,  easementSf  etc. 

Annotation  on  valuation  of  water  righta,  p.  253. 

60.  The  value  of  rights  of  way  amounting  to  easements,  and  not 
ownership  in  fee,  should  be  given  some  consideration  in  fixing  the  pur- 
chase price  to  be  paid  for  a  water  system,  but  it  would  be  inequitable 
to  base  this  value  on  the  value  of  adjoining  lands,  where  the  only  evi- 
dence on  the  question  of  value  was  based  on  a  use  of  the  surface,  to 
which  the  utility  had  no  title,  for  agricultural  purposes.  Re  Fair  Oaks 
Irrig.  Dist.   (Gal.)   870. 

61.  The  "railway  value"  method  of  appraising  a  railroad  right  of 
way,  obtained  by  the  application  of  an  arbitrary  right  of  way  multiple 
to  the  market  value  of  contiguous  land,  is  not  permissible  in  a  rate 
valuation.     Re  Mississippi  River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.   (Mo.)   321. 

62.  The  fair  present  value  of  a  railroad  right  of  way  is  properly 
determined  on  the  basis  of  the  present  market  value  of  contiguous  land 
plus  the  added  cost  of  acquisition,  as  shown  by  the  evidenoe.  Re  Missis- 
sippi River  &  B.  T.  R.  Co.  (Mo.)  321. 

VAIillll. 

Amount  of  securities  to  be  issued  for  additiona  as  affected  by  dit- 
ference  between  outstanding  securities  and  physical  vajue  rep- 
resented by  bond  discount  which  is  to  be  amortized,  see  Valua- 
tion, 3. 

Ascertainment  of,  see  Valuation,  3-14. 

VALUE  OF  SERVICE. 

Consideration  of  character  of  service  in  fixing  rates,  see  Raix8,  10. 
Reasonableness  of  first  faucet  charge  for  water,  see  Rates,  33. 
Consideration  of  value  of  service  in  fixing  return  for  natural  gas 
utility,  see  Retusn,  18. 

VIADUCTS. 

See  Crossings. 

VILLAGES. 

See  Municipalities. 

VIBOIKIA. 

Review  of  orders  of  Commission  by  supreme  court  of  appeals,  see 
Appeal  and  Review,  2. 

VOTIKG  RIGHTS. 

Voting  rights  of  holders  of  preferred  stock,  see  Secubitt  iMns,  6. 

WAGES. 

Discussion  of  wage  scale  for  street  railway  employees,  p.  88S. 

Wage  basin  for  electric  railway  employees,  see  Return,  60. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Eegulation  of  railroad  under  control  of  Director  General  of  Rail- 
roads, see  CoiiMissiONS,  9. 

War  conditions  as  aflTecting  proceedings  for  elimination  of  grade 
crossings,  see  Crossinos. 

Elimination  of  competition  during  war  conditions,  see  Monopolt 
AND  Competition. 

Dismissal  of  proceeding  because  of  change  of  conditions  and  in  per- 
sonnel of  Commission  and  government  of  city  operating  muniC' 
ipal  plant,  see  Pbocedure. 

Government  control  of  railroad  as  war  emergency  measure,  see 
Railroads.  ^ 

Conditions  imposed  by  District  of  Columbia  Commission  in  author- 
izing increase  in  gas  rates  because  of  increased  cost  of  oil  and 
coal,  see  Rates,  15. 

Permanent  rates  not  to  be  based  on  war  conditions,  see  Rates,  21. 

Consideration  of  past  losses  or  prosperity  in  fixing  return  during 
war  era,  see  Rbtubn,  6. 

Increase  in  interurban  railway  passenger  rates  as  war  emergency 
measure,  see  Return,  7. 

Revenues  should  be  sufficient  to  maintain  utility  at  mft'^^im^^m  cffir 
oiency  during  period  of  the  war,  see  Rktubn,  10. 

Increase  in  coat  of  labor  and  materials  diK  to  war  as  affseting  rate 
of  return,  see  Rbtdbn,  19-26. 

Amount  of  return  for  gas  utility  during  unsettled  war  conditions, 
see  Return,  34. 

Amount  of  return  for  natural  gas  utility  during  unsettled  war  con- 
ditions, see  Return,  35. 

Extension  of  service  during  war  times,  see  Service,  9. 

Policy  of  California  Commission  relative  to  requiring  utility  to 
make  improvements  during  the  war,  see  Service,  14. 

Passenger  train  service  during  period  of  the  war,  see  Service,  15. 

Commission  order  requiring  new  station  suspended  on  accoimt  of 
governmental  operation  of  railroads,  see  Sebvicb,  18. 

Railroad  not  required  to  improve  spur  track  during  period  of  the 
war,  see  Service,  23. 

Curtailing  of  street  car  service  on  account  of  shortage  of  coal,  see 
Service,  24. 

Unnecessary  street  railway  improvements  to  be  suspended  during 
war  period,  see  Street  Railways. 

Recommendation  relative  to  greater  efficiency  of  railroad  equipment 
during  war,  p.  42. 

Recommendation  relative  to  priority  orders  and  reconaignment  priv- 
ileges during  period  of  the  war,  pp.  41-43. 

Recommendation  relative  to  co-operation  of  street  car  lines  with 
railroads  in  handling  freight  during  period  of  the  war,  p.  46. 

Rcccmmendation  of  co-operation  of  steam  boat  and  motor  truck  lines 
with  railroads  in  handling  freight  during  war,  p.  45. 
P.U.R.1918G. 
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WAR  BOARD. 

BailroiidB'  War  Boards  see  Eailboaos. 

WA8HIHOTOH. 

Power  of  Commission  to  order  reparation  on  account  of  discrimina- 
tory rates,  see  Reparation. 

WASTE. 

Curtailment  of  passenger  train  service,  during  period  of  the  war 
to  eliminate  waste,  see  SEWtos,  15. 

WATER. 

See  also  Ibbigation. 

Power  of  Iowa  Commission  to  prevent  railroad  company  construct- 
ing track  so  as  to  prevent  drainage  of  surface  water,  see  Com- 
missions, 8. 

Bate  of  depreciation  of  water  plant,  see  Depreciation,  11,  12. 

Discrimination  between  domestic  service  and  irrigation  consumers, 
see  Discrimination,  11. 

Payment  of  bills  for,  see  Payment,  1. 

Land  company  selling  water  to  purchaser  as  public  utility,  see  Pub- 
lic Utilities,  3,  4. 

Rate  for,  see  Rates,  33,  34. 

Amount  of  return  for  water  utility,  see  Return,  41,  42. 

Jurisdiction  of  California  Commission  to  pass  upon  puf ity  of  water 
supply,  see  Service,  4. 

Abandonment  of  service  by  water  utility  because  of  insufficiency 
of  revenues  to  keep  property  in  repair,  see  Service,  35. 

Plans  for  improving  quality  of  Water  supply,  see  Service,  80. 

Allowance  for  value  of  unauthorized  sewer  propei^ty  of  Water  com- 
pany, see  Valuation,  39. 

Allowance  for  working  capital  of  water  company,  see  Valuation, 
'    46. 

WEARING  VALUE. 

Amortization  of  wearing  value  of  natural  gas  plant,  see  DEPBfeCHA- 
tion,  3. 

WELLS. 

Apportionment  of  cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells,  see  Apportion- 
ment, 1. 

Cost  of  drilling  natural  gas  wells  not  capitalized  when  already 
charged  to  operation,  see  Valuation,  36. 

WEST  VIROIKIA. 

Power  of  Commission  to  change  rates  fixed  by  franchise,  see  Con- 
stitutional Law,  1. 

Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  consideration  of  deficiency  or  ex- 
cess in  prior  earnings  in  fixing  rates  for  the  future,  see  Re- 
turn, 8. 
P.U.R.1918C. 
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Policy  of  Commission  relative  to  permitting  advance  in  rates  on 
account  of  increasing  cost  of  labor  and  material  due  to  war 
condition,  see  Retubn,  21. 


Apportionment  of  investment  of  natural  gas  company  as  between 
wholesale  and  retail  business,  see  Afpobtionment,  2. 

Apportionment  of  operating  expenses  of  natural  gas  company  be- 
tween wholesale  and  retail  business,  see  Apfobtionmsnt,  3. 

WIRES  AND  CABLES. 

Ascertainment  of  unit  costs  of  cables,  see  Valuation,  15. 

WISCONSIK. 

Procedure  on  appeal  under  Wisconsin  statute,  see  Appeal  aiid  Rb- 

VIEW,  3. 
Emergency  relief  under  Wisconsin  statute  on  account  of  war  prices, 

see  Return,  20,  30. 
Review  by  supreme  court  of  finding  of  Commission   relative  to 

necessity  of  sidetrack,  see  Service,  20. 

WITNESSES. 

1.  A  city  was  held  bound  by  the  evidence  of  its  own  engineer  as  to 
overhead  expenses  in  a  valuation  for  rate  making.  Re  Lockport  Lights 
Heat  A  P.  Co.  (N.  Y.)  676. 

WORK  EQUIPMENT. 

Aj^ortionment  of,  as  between  freight  and  passenger  servioe^  MS 
Appobtionmknt,  8. 

WORKING  CAPITAI- 

As  not  depreciable,  see  Valuation,  17. 

Allowance  for»  in  valuation  proceeding,  see  Valuation,  45-49. 

ZONES. 

On  street  railways,  see  Rates,  24-27. 

Provision  for  safety  xonea  to  facilitate  street  car  trafBCf  see 
tubn,  61. 
P.U.R.1918a 
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